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that thou”hast sent me.”—Jesus Crrist. 


2 
J | 4 i 
SOLD BY BUTTON AND SON, ‘PATER NOSTES 
DEIGHTON AND SONS, CAMBRIDGE RISTOL ; | 
AND LEI +47 | 


| 


~ 
*4 % 
¥ 
| 
WITH A 
ty 
= 
ad 
™ OF THE : 
3 
é 
4 
4 
“it 


; 
- 
‘ ‘ 
‘ 
- 
* 
‘ 
& 
> 
» % 
‘ 
* 
«it 
int , 
> 
‘ 
* 
4 
= 
~ 
~ 
+ 


~ 


4 


he 


| 
; 
q 
4 
y > 
“ 
{ 
i y 
| 
j 
» 
~- 
4 
*s 
( 
d 
» 
j 
af 
Pe 
4 
i 
| 
A 3 F . 
¥ 
i 
| 
«4 ! 
? 
i 
4 
+} 
: 
t 


precated when it is directed to minute or frivo- 


lous objects, or when it is managed in such 


the spirit 


so 


to be of some importance, 
in. which it is handled, is not 


i 
i 


| 
it 
» i 
4 
THE | f degree 
th tiv for writi he follow) heets 
} e motive ing th | 
Co versy the Wri ide vil 4 
ntrovers € riter cons rs as an evi, 
» 
| | } de- 
though often a necessary one. It is to be : 
| 
| 
call fi h 
a manner as to orth malevolent passions. 
q 
| ope ensuing treatise be found : 
| | 
from both these objections P and that as the sub- 
“ q 
: le with. any material departure . 
the ch isti If A 
ristiian temper. the Author has ex- 
| } 
Im on some occasions with 
4 
] 
. siderable confidence, he trusts the Ww 
te it; not to a forgetful of his @ 
impute it, n a for ness ‘per- | 
sonal deficienci but to. the he has : 
ciencies Cause 
undertaken to support. The divided state of 
Christian W the. ect 


of painful reflection ; if his feeble 
might be the means of uniting a small portion 
only of it in closer ties, a. feel himself 


rewarded, 


nions' and’ human inventions with the: 
tution “of «church; and: with ‘the. terms: of: 
commtnidén, has long appeared to hituntena- 
ble ini its :principle, and pernicious in its effects. 
There’ is no position in thé »whole compass ‘of 
theology; ‘of truth of whieb> feels: a 
stronger ‘persuasion, ‘than’ ‘that ne “man, or set 
of ‘men are) entitled to prescribeas at. indis- 
pensible” condition! of communion,’ what the 
New* Testament has’ not condi-— 
tion of: salvation! To. establish’ this’ position, 
is the principal object of the following’ work ; 
and> though’ it is’ more: immediately occupied 
in ‘the diseussion ‘of :case ‘of conduct which 
case is attempted’ to be decided entirely upon 
“principle ‘now mentioned; ‘and: is more 
than ‘the application of it toa particular! instance. : 
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which he:has the honor :to belong, :has. not only 
Jbeen extremely. injurious the ..credit:, and 


-¥ery ‘subordinate  consideration,. but. to the ge- 
Ee neral, interests, of truth ; that: but, for. the 
sobstruction arising from jthat quarter, ter, the views 
entertain .of ave ofthe. sacraments would 
OD | prevalence. 
By emselyes.in a state of separation 
cand seclusion. from,.other: Christians, they. have 
| only evinced an inattention, to..some of the 
most. important. iajuactions. of scripture, but 
up “an. invincible, barrier. to the 


“propagation of their ‘sentiments the 
oprecinets .of their own. party. 


floss person whose judgment would: have 


prosperity of that particular body, which 


been insinuated that. the 
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a higher veneration for Mr. Fuller than himself, 


‘that what: was recondite and original. appeared 
‘4emiliar; what) was. intricate, easy and perspi- 


forcing the ‘practical, in stating the 
‘nd the branches of 


ample justice to the opposite side of the question. 


‘notwithstanding their difference ‘of ‘sentiment — 
on. this’ subject'; ‘that when’ +.. en entered 

-on this discussion, it was with the fullest expec- 
‘tation of ‘having his opposition ‘to encounter. 
‘At that! time his state of health, though n 
good, -was such as suggested a Gi aM 
event was very distant which we all deplore. 
‘Having been led to mention: this affecting cir- 
cumstance, I cannot: refrain from expressing 
‘in a few words the sentiments of affectionate 
‘veneration’ with )which I always regarded that 
‘excellent person while living, and cherish his 
‘memory ‘now ‘that he is’ no more; 2 man, 
‘whose sagacity enabled him to penetrate to 
the depths of every subject he explored, whose 
“conceptions were so” powerful and luminous, 


enous in his hands; equally successful:in 
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logy: without the advantage educa- 
high 
‘writers. of his day, and in the. midat 
of a most active and Jaborioas life, left monu- 
‘ments of his piety and genius which will survive 
to distant” ty. Were I making his eulo- 
gium, I should necessarily dwell.on the spotless 
integrity of. his private life, his fidelity in friend-— 
ship,\ his neglect, of self-interest, his ardent. 
attachment to truth, and especially the series 
of unceasing: labors and exertions in superin- 
tending the mission to India, to which he most 
ly fell a victim. He had nothing feeble 
or -undecisive character, but to. every 
undertaking. in which he engaged, he brought 
all «the. powers. alo his usiderstanding, all the 
energies. of his. heart ; and if he were Jess 
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is 


of ‘mest: ‘useful labor, by: his. excellent works 


on the: Secimian ‘and :Deistical controversies; 
swell: a8 “hisdevotion to the cause of missions, 


Though he--was ‘known ‘to profess different 


views: ‘fromthe Writer on (the subject under 
present discussion, it ‘may -be-inferred from .a 
decisive fact, «which itis’ umecessary to 


‘record, “that ‘his ‘attachment to them was. not 


powerful. Be this as it: may}. his.sanction of 
-the- practice » exclusive: communion, has no 


doubt -contributed | in no ‘small degree to 
commend -it to: the denomination. of which he 
‘are the first’ to disclaim: human: authority:in the 


‘that “bodies of»men ‘are 


every slow in changing their: opinions, which 
“with ‘some inconveniences: is: productive of this 
“advantage; that: truth undergoes a severer in- 
“vestigation, -and her conquests -are 
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ix 
‘On 
this: account the not so sanguine’ as 
to expect: ‘his performance: will occasion” “any 
sudden revolution in’ the sentiments and prace 
tice of the class of Christians more immedi- 
ately concerned’; if along with other causes 
it ultimately contributes to 
he will: be: satisfied 


may not: be to reason 


for: 4 the: treatine the 


* + 
ir. Robn 


ject. It is bet because he is indensible to the 


ingenuity and beauty of that performance, as 
well as of the other works of that original and 
extraordinary writer ; but because it rests on 


principles more lax and latitudinarian, than it is 


in his power conscientiously to adopt ; ; Mr. R. 
not having adverted, as far as he perceives to the 
distinction of fundamentals, but constructed his 
plea for toleration,* in such a manner, as to 
comprehend all varieties of belief. 


ration by the state, but that which is exercised by religious societies. 
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The only author I have professed to answer 


ing treatise to the candor of the public, and 
the blessing of God, hoping that as it is 
designed not to excite but to allay animosities ; 
not to widen but to heal the breaches among 
Christians, 


it will meet with the Bicep 
due to intentions however 


jis the late venerable Booth, his treatise being 
generally considered by our opponents as the 
ablest defence of. their — 
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WHOEVER forms his ideas of the Church’ of 


Christ from an attentive perasal of the’ New 
Testament, will perceive that unity is one of 
its essential characteristics; and that though it 
be branched out into many distitct societies, it 
is still but one. “ The Church,” says Cyprian, 
“is one, which by reason of its fecundity is 
extended into a multitude; in the same manner 
as the rays of the sun, however numerous, con- 


stitute but one light; and the branches of a tree, — 


however many, are attached to one trunk, which 
is supported by its tenacious root; and when 
various rivers flow from the same fountain, 


supply of waters, unity is preserved in their 


origin.” Nothing more abhorrent from. the 


principles and maxims of the sacred oracles can 
be conceived, than the idea of a pharality of 


though number is diffused by the redundant 
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4 
true churches, neither in actual communion 
with each other, nor in a capacity for such 
communion. Though this rending of the seam- 
less garment of our Saviour, this schism in the 
members of his mystical bod , is by far the 
greatest ‘éaldmhity Which ‘has f¢fallen the’ chris- 
tian interest, and one of the most fatal effects 
of the great Aapostacy foretold by the sacred 
penman, we ‘have ‘béen ‘so ‘tony’ familiarised to 
it as to be scarcely sensible~of its enormity, 
nor does it excite surprise or concern, in any 
degree, proportioned to, what, would be felt by 
enewho had contemplated;the. church im the 
first ages. Le.see Christian, societies regarding 
each other; with;,the .jealonsies. of rival empires, 
each, aiming) to itself, on ;the| ruin, of all 
others," making extravagant boasts,.of superior 
purity geserally)in exact propertion to, their 
departures, from); it;; and scarcely deignmg 
acknowledge the possibility, of..obtaining salva-_ 
tion,out of their pale, ;is the odious and disgust- 
ing epettacle. which modern. Christianity, pre- 
sents, |The ;bond.of charity,; which .unites the 
genuine) followers,of Christ..in) distinction from 
the world, is; dissolved, and the very terms by. 
which was..wont to be denoted, exclusively 
employed to, express a predilection for a sect. 

The. evils which result from this state. of -divi- 
sion ‘are incalculable: it ‘supplies ‘infidels with 
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their most: plausible topics’ of invective it 
dens‘the consciences of the irreligious, weakens 
thehands of: the good; impedes” the efficacy of 
prayer, is’ probably’ the: principal obstrac- 
tion to that ample ‘effusion: of the spirit which 
is of t the ‘world. 


vue the malady, than to prescribe the cure: 
for however important the preservation of har- 
miony and peace, the interests of truth and 
holiness are still more so; nor must we forget 
the order in which the graces of the Spirit are 
arranged. “The wisdom which is from above 
is first pure, then peaceable.” Peace should 
be anxiously sought, but always in subordination — 
to purity, and therefore every attempt to recon- 
cile the differences among Christians which’ in- 
volves the sacrifice of truth, or the least deli- 
berate deviation from the revealed will of Christ, 


is spurious in its origin, ‘and dangerous in its 
tendency. If communion with a Christian soci- 


ety cannot be had without a compliance with 


rites and usages which we deem idolatrous or 
superstitious, or without a surrender of that’ 
liberty in. which we are commanded to stand 
fast, we must as we value our allegiance forego, 
however reluctantly, the advantages of such a 


union. Wherever purity and simplicity of wor- 
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ship are. violated by the heterogeneous mix- — 
ture of human inventions, we are not at liberty 
to comply with them for the sake of peace, 
because the first consideration in every act of — 
worship is its correspondence with the revealed 
will of God, which will often justify us in de- — 
clining the external communion of a church 
with which we cease not to cultivate a commu- 
nion in spirit. It is one thing to decline a 
connection with the members of a community 
absolutely, or simply because they belong to 
such a community, and another to join with 
them in practices which we deem superstitious 
and erroneous. In the latter instance, we can- 
not be said absolutely to refuse a connection 
with the pious part of such societies, we decline 
_ it merely because it is clogged with conditions 
which render it impracticable. It is impossible 
Protestant Dissenter for example, without 
manifest inconsistency, to become a member of 
the Established Church ; but to admit the mem- 
Bl: bers of that community to participate at the 
? Lord's table, without demanding a formal re- 
unciation of their peculiar sentiments, includes 
| a nothing contradictory or repugnant. The cases 
ae are totally distinct, and the reasons which would 
| _ apply forcibly against the former, would be 
= irrelevant to the latter. In the first supposition, 
the Dissenter by an active concurrence in what 
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to ceases to dissent ; in 
the last, no principle. is violated, no Practice i is 
no innovation, is 
arises 4 how he we are 
juatified in repelling from our communion those 
from whom we differ on matters confessedly 
- not essential to salvation, when that communion 
Is accompanied with no innovation in the rites 
 @ worship, merely on account of a diversity of 
‘sentiment on other subjects. In other words, 
are we at liberty, or are we not, to walk with 
our Christian brethren as far as we are agreed, 
or must we renounce their fellowship on account 
of error allowed not to be fundamental, although 
nothing is proposed to be done, or omitted, in 
such acts of communion, which would not equal- 
ly be done, or omitted, on the supposition of 
their absence. Such is the precise state of the 
— question “which it is my intention to discuss in 


these pages; and it may possibly contribute 


to its elucidation to observe, that the true idea 
of Christian communion is by no means con- 
fined to a joint participation of the Lord’s 
supper. He who in the words of the Apostle’s 
ereed expresses his belief in the communion of — 
_ saints, adverts to much more than is compre- 
_ hended in one particular act.. In an intelligent 
is comprehended the total 
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such ‘a ‘wiew of the subject, ‘it will be the busi- 


the:mean while it will be necessary, in 
gible, to few. words respecting the 
particular controversy on which the ensuing 
observations ‘are meant especially to bear. Few 
of my ‘readers probably require to be informed; 


diy of ites «human 
nor bythe practice of the fist and purest ages. 
validity of immersion in in diss 
In'support ‘of the former, they allege the total 
silence’ of ‘scriptare respecting the baptism of 
infants;'together with their incompetence to 
comprehend the truths, or sustain: the 
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al word employed toe : 

netion from whom, all other 
of their ‘peculiar tenets,’ though» they’ 


‘unbaptised >" for this is ‘only’ 
fot? thie ‘part confined» their 
persons of their persiasion; 

‘as Sit tha thay’ appear; ithiey are 
by the’ general practice of theChris-— 
-whiatevér diversities of opinion’ 


to the! Lord's tables The 
effect whieh ‘has ‘resulted in “thie particular: 
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that, baptism. is, under. all 
Phe: practice we axe, now, sper 
has upyally..been termed comemate, 
sincere Cheiations, Ao the euchasiot, though 
judgment, not, baptised, is istyled,.free .com- 
magnon... The, advocates, of strict, communion 
‘anethe, ; it, is the. general, prac- 
of churches, though, the ,abettors, of 
the, opposite opinion are Fapidly. increasing both 
in, aumbers. and in, xeapectability.; ‘The humble 
hope; of casting, some additional light on a sub- 
Jegt. which appears tome. of ne trivial import: 
ance, ,is,.my, only, motive, composing. this 
tneatiae, in which it will be, necessary to attempt 
the establishment, of principles, sufficiently com- 
prehensive, to decide. other questions in, eccle- 
siastical, polity, besides, those which, concern the 
be) possible..to, bring, it satisfactory. 
issue, to. in, the 
‘Baptista, conclusions we, sball endeavour 
-to.establish, appear on impartial apquiry to. be. 
well founded, it, will, follow. that, Serious errors. 
respecting terms of communion. have’ prevailed 
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will be . 


favor of strict com- 


in 
; in the second, state with all possible 


idity I am 


lnquiry 
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AN so arguments which are usually 


4 
| 


the exclusion of unbaptised persons from the 


Lord’s table, I shall chiefly confine myself to 


the examination of such as are adduced by the 
venerable Mr. Booth, in his treatise styled — 
_“ An Apology for the Baptists,” because he is 
not only held in the highest esteem by the 


whole denomination, but is allowed by his par- 


tizans to have exhibited the full force of their 
cause. He writes on the subject under dis- 


cussion, with all his constitutional ardor and con- 
fidence, which, supported by the spotless integ- 
rity, and elevated sanctity of the man, have con- 
tributed, more perhaps than. any other cause, 


tice. I trust the free strictures which it will 
be necessary to make on his performance, will 
not be deemed inconsistent with a sincere vene- 
ration for his character, which I should be sorry 
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to fortify the Baptists in their prevailing prac- 
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which: he bes, assailed Mr: Bunyan, 


mame, equally. dear, to genius, and: to. piety. 


extent of his reading has supplied: it will suffice; 


if .we carefully examine his arguments,.without 
omitting single consideration on 


| 
| 
| 
One, of the: principal pleas . in of 
communion is derived from the supposed 
priority of: the , institution of baptism to the 
supper...“ That baptism was an_ordi- 
nance of, God,” say our opponents, ‘ “that sub- 


mission to it was required, that it was. adminis. 
tered to multitudes before the sacred supper was 


heard, of, are undeniable facts. There neyer’ 
was a time since the. ministry of our Lord's 
_ successors, in, which it was not the duty of re- 
penting and believing sinners to be baptised. 
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The commission 40;-baptise .nations, 
Sawiour’siresurection, originated in his express 
‘no.such, origin.; John; had baptised: for, some 


the did not receive his 


previous jstate obscurity; not,\in.,a/ situation 
to,.act. the. part, ofa legislator by enacting laws 


institute, is, not interpret,.. but. to. contra- 


_ water, the same, said unto me, upon whom, thou 


the will ,.be 
anit, it| will, be evident,that the,eugharist,;was 
appointed .and. celebrated, before, Christian bap; 
tism existed. Let; me,request,,the reader not 
to: be startled, at ithe. _peradoxical.air of, this ag, 
sertion, to the 


visa yd glibom. of 


executed;by, the. Apostles. after our 


which: was 


command ; . Jobn’s baptism, . it \is evident, had 


time before he knew him: , it; is,,certain, then, 
is commission from him. 
‘And. knew, -him,not,” saith, he; but that 
he,;should,-be made,;manifest to me,,,therefore 
jeome, baptising with; water.”” If, the, mani 
festing. Christ; to, Iargel.was the end and design 
of,,.John’s . mission, he must , haye -been;,in 


or .establishing, rites. John, uniformly ascribes 
his:,commission, not to Christ, but the Father, 
so.,that- to ,assert his baptism. to be, a, christian 


dict, him. “And knew him not,” is his lan- 
guage,, ‘but. he that sent me to baptise with 
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the spirit ‘deseending an 
‘him: “thé “same he ‘which ‘with 
the Holy “Ghost. 


‘anid ‘other: demonstrations: of a preter- 


of Which the eucharist is the first‘example. But 
aChristian ‘ordinance not ‘founded on the autho- 


Christ, effect; but» theimeans 
| and which was ‘first ‘executed 


By’ who ‘knew him not; is to:me'an incom« 


si) jou bib od 


Of ‘repentance, or reformation,’as 


for “the ‘approaching’ kingdom: of God’: ‘thé in- 
étituté’ Christ’ incladedan explicit: profession. 


Of ‘faith’*in ‘a ‘particular ‘person; ‘as the’ Lord 


of ‘that’ kingdom: ‘The’ ministry of 


ag the“ voice-of one crying-in the’ w 
pare’ ye the ‘way’ of the Lord; make’ pattie 
strait! All he detmanded of" suchas ‘repair! 


the ‘Messiah ‘was: shortly to appear; to repent’ 
of ‘their sins,'‘and resolve to frame their lives 


i a agréeable to ‘such an exp 


And T saw, ‘and ‘bare record; 
| thidit God.” not 
Re! Had “acoredited mission)’ ‘by: many 


natural power and wisdom, that our: Lord-pio! 
ceeded to modify religion by new institutions, 


"Phe balptism® of John’ the ‘baption 
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was 


that’ his’ actual’ ‘appearahite would’ not’ fail ‘to 
‘aecompanied’ with ‘attestations’' sufficiént’'to 


éstablish pretensions.’ The ‘profession ‘re- 
quired °in candidate’ for Christian baptism, 


javolved an historical belief in a certain 
‘an illustrious personage, who’ had 


wrought ‘miracles, ‘declared himself the Son of 
was’ crucified ‘under’ ‘Pilate, and 
“again the! third’ day: © As‘ the’ conviction 


dettianded in ‘the two cases’ was totally distinct; it 
-was possible for him who sincerely avowed the 
one, to be destitute’ of the other; and though 

thé rejection of Christ’by John’s converts would 
’been criminal and destructive of salvation, 
‘not been  self-contradictory;’ or 
absurd; since he might sincerely believe’ on ‘his 
testimony that the Christ was’ shortly to appear, 
and make some preparations for his’ approach, 
who was not satisfied with his character, — 


| | 


real situation of ‘the green 


hat such 


body’of the Jewish people at’ our Lord’s advent, 
is” ‘evident from’ the® ‘Fecords. 
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inte 
of the 
‘of the Messiah ; in the other,. — 
aration that Jeeus of 
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surely guilty of a similar ‘mistake, ; 


actions physically. considered, confounds ‘the 
_ ‘Tite intended to announce the futare, though 
speedy appearance of the Messiah, without de- 
his ‘person, ‘and ‘the ceremony 
of.a firm belief in an identical person, as 
manifested under that illustrious character. 


Christian: ep was invariably adminis- 
tered inthe: name of \Jesus:; while there is suf- 
ficient evidence that John’s was not performed 
'That it was‘ not during‘the first 
fs certain, because we 
learn from ‘his: own declaration, that when 
first executed his commission he did: not know 
him, ‘but was previously apprized of a miracu- 
lous: sign, which should serve to ‘identify: him 
when he appeared. order to obviate the 
of collusion. or conspiracy, circum- 
gtances ‘were so-arranged that John remained 
_ ignorant of the person of the Saviour, and pos- 
sessed at the commencement of his career, that 
mon to enlightened Jews.- If we suppose him 
at a subsequent period to have incorporated the 
fame of Jesus with his institute, an alteration — 
80° striking would unquestionably have been 
by the. Evangelist, ma it have 
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Father's “name they... bear witness, of me.”’* 
explicitly, affirmed him- 
celf to. be the. Measiah;..or there would.,haye 

been no foundation . for, the complaint. of these 
Jews; nor does he on this: occasion expressly 
affirm it, but refers. them to. the testimony’. 
his works, without specifying the precise. import 
of. that, attestation. . In the progress; of his dis- 
course, however, he advances nearer to an,open 
declaration of his  Messiah-ship than any 
former occasion, affirming his, Father and..him- 
self to be.jone, in .consequence of .which: the 
people attempt to stone. him,, as. guilty, of, blas- 
phemy, in. making himself the Son, of God. 
As. his: time. was. not. yet,come,. he‘ still, maintains 
a: his wonted caution, and vindicates 
‘his. assumption. of that .honor, upon principles 
far-inferion he might justly have. urged. 
Wet-such. was the effect, of this, discourse, that 
in, order to-screen himself from. the, fury,of his 
enemies, he found. it. necessary immediately to 
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retire beyond Jordan. In an advanced stage 


of-his ministry, we find him enquiring, of his 
disciples’ the prevailing opinions entertained 
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confession, ‘art: the ‘Christ, the Son. of 
for ‘the’ same 
mately ‘proclaimed by ‘his forerunner, 
what is 


is ‘supposed to! have-»pros 
“he ‘administered the bap- 
* and Stow shall-we account.on this 
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hypothesis: for .the--diversity; of opinion.:which 


‘Phe. by .our, is 


_ im» scripture distinguished from that..of the 
forerunner by the superior effects with which 
it was accompanied; so that instead.of being 
confounded, «they are contrasted in the sacred 
Historians, 1 indeed,” said John, baptise 


you with. water unto repentance, ‘but there 


cometh one after me is mightier than 
he shall. baptise, you in; the Holy Ghost,:and 
fire,” The rite administered by John, 
_ @ mere immersion in water, accompanied-with — 


prevailed respecting his character, among those 
_who.were. thoroughly .conyinced of, the .Divine 
thission of that great Prophet? From, these 
Considerations, in: to. the, total silane 
hesitation that John did: not 
baptise,in the nameof Jesus, which is an essen~ 
tial ingredient in Christian baptism ; and.though 
administered, in fact, in the. name. of each. 
person of the.blessed Godhead, not in; that of 
the Son only, this instead of impairing, strength- 
ens the argument, by enlarging still farther the 
‘difference betwixt the two ordinances in ques- 
_ tion; for none will contend. that John: immersed — 


¥ 
| 
4 
the 
‘ 
3 
, 
an : 
x 
| 
4 
2 
fice 
> 
3 
4 
‘ 
7 
af 
é 
iG 
“* 
me 
Py. 
~ 
| 
| 
3 
d 
4 
§ 
i 
re 
| 
4 
2 
| 
eo 
a 
5 
4 
| 
7 
“4 5 
, 
# 
id 
i 
: 
t 
ig 
‘ 
¢ 
4 
i 
: P 


ing his’ own disparity, 


the: latchet his 


of supernatural and graces which distin-' 
gebdind the subjects of the Christian institute. 

On the passage just quoted, ‘St. Chrvsostoin 
has‘ the following comment Having 
their minds with the fear of future future judgment, 


and the expectation: of punishment, and ‘the 
mention aged 


to’ be’ using the language of compliment, he 
commences by stating a comparison betwixt 
the benefit’ bestowed by ‘each. For he did 

not immediately say, I am ‘not worthy to unloose 2 


yond bring. 
he! dia not stile it 
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collation ‘of “that benefit. 


_didates for the blessings of the approaching 
oe among which, an assurance of 
pardon, the adoption of children, and the gift 
of the Spirit, held the most conspicuous place ; 
blessings of which it was the office of John to — 
excite the éxpectation, but of Christ to bestow. 

The effusion of the Spirit, indeed, in the multi- 
farious forms of his miraculous and sanctifying 
operation, may be considered as equivalent to 
them all; and this, we are distinctly told, was’ 

- not given (save in a very scanty manner) during 


inferiority of the ceremony per- es 
formed’ by John to’ the Christian sacrament, 
from ‘its being merely a symbol of repentance, 
without comprehending the remission of sins,* 
or the donation of the spirit. The Evangelists, 
Mark and Luke, it is true, affirm that John 
preached the baptism ‘of repentance for the 
remission of sins, whence we are entitled to 
infer that the rite which he administered, when 
accompanied with suitable dispositions, was 
important in the order of preparation, not that —__ 
it was accompanied with the —e or actual 
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was bestowed, which was on.the day of Pente- 


“not yet glorified. Reserved to adorn the tri- 
_ ‘were commanded. to wait at Jerusalem until it 


cost, when “‘a‘sound from heaven as of a 


“mighty wind, filled the place where they were: 


‘assembled, and cloven tongues of fire sat upon 


each of them, and they were filled with. the — 
Holy, Ghost.” This was the first example of | 


that baptism of the Spirit, as the author of 


which, John asserts the immense superiority of 
the Messiah, not to himself only, but to all pre- — 
ceding prophets. In subsequent jistory, 


“we perceive that this gift was, on all ordinary 


occasions, conferred in connection with baptism. 


In ‘this connection, .it is exhibited by St. Peter 


im his. address on the. day . of Pentecost :-— 
“Repent and be baptised, every one of you, 


in the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission 


of sins, and ahaa receiye the gift of the 


Agreeable to our Lord’s prediction of the signs 
‘which should accompany them that believe, 


the case of Saulof Tarsus. 


there is reason to suppose a: greater or less 
measure of these supernatural endowments, re- 
gularly accompanied the imposition of the hands 


of the on converts, immedi 
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have felt, 


29 


ws subsequent to their. baptism ; “whol affords 
an easy solution of the ‘surprise Paul appears 
In finding certain disciples at 
Ephesus, who though they liad been baptised, 
were yet unacquainted with these communica- 
tions. . “ Into: then,” he asks, “‘ were’ ye 


baptised ;” and- upon being informed “ into 


the the: Holy Ghost, or 
copious effusion of spiritual influences, in which 
immersed, 


of rater, the ‘Christian. economy, while 
the same corporeal action performed by John 


was a naked ceremony, not ‘accompanied: ‘by 
any such. effects, this difference betwixt them 
is sufficient to account for. their being con- 
_trasted in scripture, and ought ever to have pre- 
sented ‘their ‘being 


the disciples at Ephesus, to 


which we have just adverted, affords a demon- 
‘strative proof of the position for which we are 


contending ; for if John’s baptism was the same 
with our Lord’s, upon what principle could 


St. Paul proceed in administering the latter to 
such as had received the former. Aslam. 
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‘aware that some-have attempted to deny 80 plain 


a fact, I shall beg leave to quote the whole pas- 


sage, which, I am persuaded, will leave no 


doubt on the mind of an impartial reader :— 


came to pass while Apollos was at Corinth, 


Paul passing through .the upper coasts, came 
to. Ephesus, and finding certain disciples, said 


unto them, Have ye received the Holy Ghost, 
since ye believed?’ but they replied, we have 


not even heard that there is an Holy Ghost. 
He.said unto them, into what then were ye bap- 
tised ?..they.jsaid into John’s baptism. Paul re- 
plied, John indeed baptised with the baptism of — 
repentance, saying unto the people, that they. 
should believe .on him who was to come, 
that .is .on. Jesus Christ... And when they 
heard this, they were baptised in the name of 
the Lord Jesus; and when Paul hed Jaid his 


_ hands upon them, the Holy Ghost.came upon — 
thiena, and they spake with tongues end pro- 


I am conscious there are not want- 


phesied.”’. 


_ img: some who contend that the fifth verse* is 
to be interpreted as the language of St. Paul, 
affirming that at the command.of John, the people 
were baptised in the name of Jesus. But not to 


repeat what has already been advanced to shew 


When they heard hey were inthe name ofthe L Lord 
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31 
“were who at his were 
baptised in that name, or what traces are in 
__ the evangelical history of such a practice, during 
the period of his ministry,) not to insist fur- 
ther on this, it is obvious that this interpretation 
of the passage contradicts itself: for if John 
told, the people. that they were to believe on 
‘him who was. to come, this was equivalent to 

declaring that he had not yet, manifested him- 
self; while. the baptising in his name as an 
existing individual, .would .have been to affirm 
the contrary. . Besides.we must remark, that the 
persons on whom Paul is asserted to have laid 
his bands, were unquestionably the identical 
persons who are affirmed in the preceding verse 
to have..been baptised; for there is no other 
antecedent, so that if the meaning of the passage 
be what some contend for,; the sacred historian 
must be supposed. to assert that he laid his 
hands, not on the twelve disciples at Ephesus, 
but on John’s converts in general, that the 
Holy Ghost came upon them, and that they 
spake with and which is 
absurd... 


this must be or 
which in their original structure are most closely 
combined, must be conceived to consist of two 


paris, the first. Featiog John’s in 
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‘temptation’ to do ‘such violence to the language 


‘general, the to the twelve ’dise 
Ephesus ;~ and ‘the’ relative ‘pronoun ‘expressive 
of the latter’ description of persons, instead of 
being conjoined ‘to the’ ‘preceding must 
be referred to an’ antecedent, removed at the 


distance of three verses. In the w Je compass 


of theological controversy, it would be difficult 


to assign a stronger instance ‘of ‘the ‘force of 


prejudice in obscuring a plain ‘matter of ‘fact ; 
nor is it easy to ‘conjecture what could be the 


of scripture, and to every principle of ‘sober 
criticism, unless it were the horror which certain 


divines “have conceived,’ ‘against ‘every thing 
which bore the shadow of countenancing ana- 
-bapitstical’ error.’ ‘The ancient commentators 
appear to have’ felt’ no’ such ‘apprehensions, 


The intelligent displeased bo see ike ‘opinion of 


St. Austin on this point. It jis almost’ unnecessary to say that it is 
decisively in our favor, hor does it appear that any of the Fathers 
entertained a doubt on the subject. In consulting the opinion of those — 


‘who ‘contended that such as were reclaimed from heresy ought to be 


vebaptised, he represents them as arguing, that if the converts of John — 


Fequired to be rebaptised, much more those who were converted 


from ‘heresy. Since they who had the baptism of John were com- : 
‘manded by Paul to be | baptised; not having the baptism of Christ, 


_ Why do you extol ‘the merit of John, and reprobate the misery of 


heretics. “I concede to you,” says St. Austin, “the misery of jhere- 


thes; “but which John did not give.” 
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extreme popularity of John, and 


the. multitude of all. descriptions who flocked 
to-his baptism, will find it difficult to believe, 
that there were not many, in the same situation 


with these twelve disciples. The annunciation 


‘of the speedy appearance of their Messiah was 


the most welcome of all intelligence to the Jewish 


people, and did not 


prodigious effects. 


is equally decisive. “He (Paul) did not say to them that the bap- 
tism of John was nothing, but that it was incomplete; nor does he 
say this simply, or without having a further purpose in view, but 
that he might teach and persuade them to be baptised in the name 
of Jesus, which they were, and received the Holy Ghost, by the 
laying on of Paul’s hands.” In the course of his exposition, he solves 


place so remote from Judwa, having received baptism from John. 


“ Perhaps,” says he, “ they were then on a journey, and went out, 
and were baptised.” | But even when they were baptised, they knew 
not Jesus. Nor does he ask them, do ye believe on Jesus, but have — 
ye received the Holy Ghost? He knew that they had not received it, 
but is desirous of speaking to them, that on learning that they 

were destitute of, they might be induced to. seek it. A little after- 
wards he adds, ‘‘ Well did he ( Paul ) denominate the baptism of John, 
the baptism of repentance, and net of remission: instructing and 


persuading them that it was destitute.of that advantage: but the 


effect of that which was given afterwards, was remission.” —Homily in 
loco, Vol. 4, Etone. 1 am aware that very learned men have doubted 


the authenticity of Chrysostom’s commentary on the Acts, on account 
of the supposed inferiority of it to his other expository works, But without | 
having recourse to so violent a supposition, its inferiority. should it be | 
admitted, may be easily accounted for by the negligence, ignorance, 
or inattention of his amanuensis; supposing, (which is not — 
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_ "Dhie ‘reader is requested to notice the ‘terms 


employed ‘to describe the effects of John’s minis-— 


try, and compare them with the language of 
the ‘historian, in in depicting the most prosper- 


ous state of the church. Then went 


to him Jerusalem, and all Judea, and all the 


in Jordan, confessing their sins.” ‘Where is 
such language employed to represent the suc- 


cess of the Apostles? Their converts are nu-— 
merically stated, and at some distance from our 
Liord’s ascension, appear to have amounted to — 


about five thousand, while a great majority of 
the nation continued impenitent and incredulous. 


We read of no party formed against the Son 


of Zechariah, no persecution raised against his 


followers, and such was the reverence in which _ 
he continued to be held after his death, that 


the scribes and pharisees, those determined 
enemies to the gospel, dared not avow their 
disbelief of his mission, because all the people 


considered him as a prophet. The historian 


Josephus, who is generally supposed by’ the 


learned to have made ‘no mention of our Saviour, 


bears decisive testimony to his merits, and im- 
putes the misfortunes of Herod to the guilt he 


Antiq. tab! ‘Coton. 1691. 


coast round about Jordan, and’ were baptised 
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I that if 
“we suppose the converts made by the Apostles 


to have been universally baptised, on their ad- — 
mission into the church, (a fact not doubted by 
our opponents,) multitudes of them must have 
been in the same situation with the disciples 
at Ephesus. How is it possible it should have 
been otherwise? When the number of his 
converts were so prodigious, when the sub- 
mission to his institute appears to have been 
almost national, when of so small a number 
_ twelve, two at 
disciples, who can doubt for a moment, that 
some at least of the multitudes who were con- 
verted on or after the day of Pentecost, con- 
sisted of such as had previously submitted to 


least of the Apostles were of his 


the baptism of John? Is it possible that the 
ministry of the forerunner, and of the Apos- 


tles of our Lord, should both have been pro- 


ductive of such great effects among the same 


—_ at the distance of a few years, with- 


out operating in a single instance in the same 
direction, and upon the same persone. Amongst 


the converts at the day of Pentecost, and at 


subsequent periods, there must have been no 

inconsiderabl e number who had for a time been 

sufficiently awakened by the ministry of John 

to comply with this ordinance ; yet it is evident 

from the narrative in the Acts, as well as ad- 
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mitted by our opponents, that Peter enjoined 


‘on them all, without exception, the duty of 
being immersed in the name of Christ. That — 
such a description of persons should need to 


converted by the Apostles, will easily be con- 


ceived, if we allow ourselves to reflect on the 
circumstances of the times. “He was a burn- 


ing and a shining light,” said our Lord, speak- 
ing of his forerunner, “and ye were willing for 
a time to rejoice in his light.” This implies 


that their attachment was transient, their re-- 


pentance superficial, and that the greater part 
of such as appeared for a while most determined 
to press into the kingdom of God, afterwards 
sunk into a state of apathy. The singular spec- 
tacle of a prophet arising, after a long cessation 
of prophetical gifts, his severe sanctity, his bold 


and alarming address, coinciding with the gene-_ 
ral expectation of the Messiah, made a powerful — 


impression on the spirits of men, and disposed 
them to pay a profound attention to his minis- 


try; and from their attachment to every thing © 


ritual and ceremonial, they would feel no hesi- 
tation in submitting to the ceremony he enjoined. 


when the sublimer mysteries of the gospel began 


to be unfolded, and the necessity inculcated of 


But when the kingdom which they eagerly anti-_ 
Ccipated, appeared to be altogether of a spiritual 
nature, divested of secular pomp and grandeur, © 


i 
} 
7 
‘ 
| 
a 
|| 
| 
‘ 
i 
ve 
het 
1% 
{ 
| 
{ 
at 
-d 
% 
a 
3 
3 : 
> 
a 
H 
j 
4 3 
A 


| cating the flesh, and drinking the blood, ofthe: 
Son of Man, the people were offended, and — 


even of the professed disciples of our Lord, 


many walked no more with him. A general 
declension succeeded, so that of the multitudes 
who once appeared to be much moved by his 
ministry, and that of his forerunner, the number 
which persevered was so inconsiderable, that all 
that could be mustered to witness his resurrec- 
tion amounted to little more than five hundred,* 
‘a number which may be considered as consti- 
tuting the whole body of the church, till the 


The parable of the beads forsaken pate a time 


by an evil spirit, swept and garnished, to which 
he returned with seven more wicked than him- 


self, it is generally admitted, was designed to 
represent this temporary reformation of the 


_ Jewish nation, together with its subsequent apos- 
tacy. The day of Pentecost changed the scene, 


the power of the ascended Saviour began to be 
developed; and three thousand were converted at 
one time. Nor did it cease here ; for soon after, 
we are informed of a great multitude of priests 
who became obedient to the faith; and at a 


subsequent period St. James reminds the Apos- — 


* | Corinthians xv. 6. 
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tle of the Gentiles of many myriads of converted | 


none of these myriads consisted of such as had 
been baptised by John? Were they all, without 
exception, of that impious class which uniformly 
held his mission in contempt? It is impossible 
to suppose it; it is contradicted by the express 
testimony of scripture, which affirms two of the 
_ Apostles to have been his disciples and compa- 


nions.* But if such as professed their faith 


in Christ, under the ministry of the Apostles, 
were baptised on that profession, without any 


consideration of their having been previously | 
immersed by John, or not, what stronger proof 


can be desired, that the institutes in question 
were totally distinct. Were we satisfied with 


an argumentum ad hommem, with the sort of — 


proof sufficient to silence our opponents, here 
the matter might safely rest, But independent. 
of their concession, I must add that it is manifest 
from the whole tenor of the Acts, that the bap- 
tismal rite was universally administered to the 
converts. to subsequent to the day 
of Pentecost. “Peter said unto them, repent 


and be it is added 
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almost immediately, “Then they that gladly 
received his were 


- It will possibly asked, if the rite 
the forerunner of our Lord administered is not — 
to be considered as a Christian institute, to what — 


dispensation are we to assign it, since it is _ 
‘manifestly no part of the economy of Moses. | 


We reply, that it was the symbol of a peculiar 
dispensation which was neither entirely legal 


or evangelical, but occupied an intermediate sta-— 
tion, possessing something of the character and 
attributes of both; a kind of twilight, equally 


removed from the obscurity of the first, and the 
splendour of the last and perfect economy of 


Yeligion. The law and the prophets were till 


John; his mission constituted a distinct era, and 


_ placed the nation to which he was sent, in cir-_ 


cumstances materially different from their pre- 
ceding or subsequent state. It was the era of — 
preparation; it was a voice which, breaking 
through a long silence, announced the imme- 
diate approach of the desire of all nations, the 
messenger of the covenant, in whom they de- 

lighted. 1n announcing this event as at hand, 
and establishing a rite unknown to the law, 


expressive of that purity of heart, and reforma- 
tion of life, which were the only suitable pre- — 
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equally severed from the choir. of the prophets, 
and the company ofthe apostles: and the light 


which he emitted, though it greatly surpassed 


every preceding illumination, was of short dura- 


tion, being soon eclipsed and extinguished by 
that ineffable effulgence, before which — 


can retain its 


The wisdom of God in the. sissitigabaand of 


successive dispensations, seems averse to sudden 


and violent innovations, rarely introducing new 
rites, without incorporating something of the old. 
As by the introduction of the Mosaic, the simple 


 yitual of the patriarchal dispensation was not 
so properly abolished, as amplified and extended 
into a regular system ‘of prefigurations of good 


things to come, in which the worship by sacri- 


fices, and the distinction of animals into clean — 
and unclean, reappeared under a new form; so | 


the era of immediate preparation was distin- 


guished by a ceremony not entirely new, but 
derived from the purifications of the. law, 


plied to a special purpose.* Our Lord in- 


corporated the same rite into his religion, 
newly modified, and adapted to the peculiar 
views and objects of the Christian econo- 
my, in conjunction with another positive in-— 


* ‘The principal part of these consisted in bathing - body in water. 
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stitution, the rudiments of which’ are percep- 

 tible in the passover. It seemed suitable to his 
- wisdom, by such gentle. gradations to conduct 
his church from an infantine, to a state of 
maturity and 


Before I tients this part of the alien 


which has perhaps already detained the reader 


too long, I must beg leave to hazard one con- 
jecture. Since it is manifest that the baptism 


of John did not supersede the Christian ordi- 
nance, they being perfectly distinct, it is natural 
to inquire who baptised the apostles, and the 
hundred and twenty disciples assembled with 


them at the day of Pentecost. My deliberate 
opinion is, that in the christian sense of the term, 


they were not baptised at all. From the total 


silence of scripture, and from other circum- 
stances which might be adduced, it is difficult 


to suppose they submitted to that rite after our 


Saviour’s resurrection ; and previous to it, it has 


been sufficiently proved that it was not in force. 


It is almost certain that some, probably most of 


them, had been baptised by John, but for 
‘reasons which have been already amply as- 
signed, this will not account for their not sub-. 


mitting to the Christran ordinance. ‘The true 


account seems to be, that the precept of bap- 


tism had no retrospective bearing; and that, 
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the sacramental use of water was but a 
They were not converted to the Christian reli- — 


consequently, its obligation extended only a 
 guch as were converted to Christianity su 


quently to the time of its promulgation. Such 


as had professed their faith in Christ from the 


period of his first manifestation, could not, with- 


out palpable incongruity, recommence that pro- 


fexssion, which would have been to cancel and 
annul their former religious pretensions. With — 
what propriety could the Apostles of the Lord, 


who had continued with him in his temptations, 
place themselves on a level with that multitude, 
which however penitent at present, had recently 


demanded his blood with clamorous importu- — 


nity; mot to insist that they had already re- 
ceived the baptism of the Holy Ghost, of which 
figure. 


gion subsequently to their Lord’s resurrection, 
nor did the avowal of their attachment to the 


Messiah, commence from that period, and there-_ 
fore they were not comprehended under the © 


baptismal law, which was propounded for the 


regulation of the conduct of persons in essentially — 
different circumstances. When St. Paul says, i 
@s many of us as were baptised into Christ have . 


put on Christ, his language seems to intimate that _ 


there were a class of Christians, to whom his ar- 


notapply.* | 


* Romans vi. 8 
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- Having proved, I trust to the satisfaction of 
the candid reader, that baptism, considered as 
a Christian institution, had no existence during 
the personal ministry of our Saviour, the plea 
of our opponents, founded on the supposed 
priority of that ordinance to the Lord’s supper, 
1s completely overruled ; whatever weight it. 
might possess, supposing it were valid, ‘must 
be wholly transferred to the opposite side, and 
it must be acknowledged either that they have 
reasoned inconclusively, or have produced a 
demonstration in our favor. it now appears» 
that the original communicants at the Lord’s 
table, at the time they partook of it, were ‘with | 
respect to the Christian baptism, precisely in 
the same situation with the persons they exclude. 
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‘The for strict communion, 
order of words in the apostolec commession 


Tue commission which the. Apostles re- 


ceived after our Lord’s resurrection, was in the 
‘following words :—“ All power is given’ to me 
sin heaven and on earth. Go ye, therefore, and 
teach all nations, baptising them in the name / 
-of the Father, of the Son, and of the nll 
Ghost ; ; teaching. them to observe what 
I have commanded you.” From baptism own 


mentioned jirst after teaching, it is urged that 


it ought invariably to be administered immedi- | 


ately after effectual instruction is imparted, and 
consequently before an approach to the. Lord’s 
table. Whence it is concluded that to com- 
municate with such as are unbaptised, is a vi0- 
lation of divine order. ° 


* “Teach,” says Mr. Booth, “is the high commission, and such 
the express command of him who is Lord of all, when addressing those — 
who are called to preach his word, and administer his institutions. 
Hence it-is manifest the commission and command are first of all to 
teach; what then?—to baptise, or to administer the Lord’s supper? 


[leave common sense to judge, and being persuaded that she will give 


her verdict in my favor, I will venture to add, a limited commission — 
implies a prohibition of such things as are not contained al ae and 
positive laws imply their negative. — 
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may assist the reader to form a judgment» 
of the force of the argument adduced on this 
occasion, if we reduce it to the pemiieti 


| 
| 


The persons s who are to be wets to observe 


all things given in charge to tre Apostle, are’ 


the alone. 


Bat the Lord's supper is one of 


‘Wherefore the of ihé Lord's supper 


to be on the 


it is that: the conclusion rests 
catlede upon this principle, that nothing which 
the Apostles were commissioned to enjoin on 


believers, is to be recommended to the atten- 
tion of persons not baptised; since, as far as 
this argument is concerned, te observation of 


| 
For olmen. when God commanded Abiasion to circumcise all his 


males, he readily concluded that neither circumcision. nor any rite of 
a similar nature, was to be administered to his females. And as our 


brethren themselves maintain, when Christ commanded believers should 
be baptised, without mentioning any others, he tacitly prohibited that 
ordinance from being administered to infants; so by parity of reason, 


if the same sovereign Lord commanded that believers should be bap- 


_ tised—baptised immediately after they made a profession of faith, then 


he must intend that the administration of baptism should be prior to 
a yeception of the Lord's supper, and, consequently, tacitly prohibits 
every unhaptised having communion at his table.” Booth’s 


page 34. 
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the, Lord’s supper is supposed not to belong 
to them, merely because it forms a part of those — 
-precepts., It is obvious, if the reasoning of 


our opponents be valid, it militates irresistibly 


tian duty, on persons who in their judgment 
have not partaken of the baptismal sacrament : 
it excludes them not merely from the Lord's 
supper, but from every species of instruction 


‘appropriate to: Christians; nor can they exhort 


Peedobaptists to walk worthy of their high call- — 
ing, to adorn their Christian profession, to cul- 
tivate brotherly love, or to the performance of — 
any duty resulting from their actual relation to 
Christ, without a palpable violation of their 
own principles. In all such instances, they 
would be. teaching them to observe injunctions 


which Christ gave. in charge to the Apostles 


for the regulation of Christian conduct, while 


the sacrament, merely on. account of its form- 


ing a part of those injunctions, Nor can they 
avoid the force of this reasoning, by objecting 
that though it may be their duty to enjoin 
on unbaptised believers some parts of the mind 
of Christ respecting the conduct of his mys- 
tical members, it will not follow that they are 
to be admitted to the. Lord’s table; and that 


their meaning is, that it is only subsequent to 


against the mcuication of every branch o ris- 
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baptism, that: all things ought to be enforced 


on the consciences of Christians. For if it be 
once admitted that the clause on which so much 
stress is laid, is not to be interpreted so as abso-— 


lutely to exclude unbaptised Christians from the 
whole of its import, to what purpose is it al- 
leged against their admission to the eucharist? 
or how does it appear that this may not be one 


of the parts they are 


remind us of the order in which the two posi- 
tive institutions of Christianity are enjoined, 
_ they appear to assume it for granted that we 


are desirous of inverting that order, and that 
we are contending for the celebration of the 


-eucharist previous to baptism, in the case of 
a clear comprehension of the nature and ob- 

ligation of each. We plead for nothing of the 
kind, . Supposing a convert to Christianity con- 


vinced of the ordinance of baptism, in the light 


in which we contemplate | it, we should urge 
his obligation to comply with it, previous to 
his reception of the sacrament, with as little 


hesitation as the most rigid of our opponents ; 
nor should we be more disposed than themselves 


_ to countenance a neglect of known duty, or a 


wanton inversion of the order of Christian ap- 


pointments. Whether in such circumstances 
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the ‘attefition of a candidate for Christian com- 
munion should first ‘be directed to ‘baptism, is 
not the question at’ issue; but what conduct 
ought’ to be maintained towards sincere Chris- 
tians, who after serious examination profess 
their conviction of ‘being baptised already, or 
who in any manner whatever, are withheld by 
motives purely conscientious, from complying 


with what we conceive a Christian ordinance. | 


To justify the exclusion of such from the Lord’s 
table, it is not sufficient to allege the proscribed 


order of the institutions; it is necessary also 


to evince such a dependance of one upon the 
other, that a neglect of the first from involun- 
tary mistake, annuls the obligation of the second. 
Let this dependance be once clearly pointed 
out, and we give up the cause. It has be 

asserted, indeed, with much confidence, that we 
have the same authority for confining our com- 
munion ‘to baptised persons, as the ancient 
Jews for admitting none but such as had been 
circumcised, to the passover: a simple recital, 
however, of the words of the law, with respect 
to that ancient rite, will be sufficient to demon- 
strate the contrary: -““ When a stranger shall 
sojourn with thee, and will keep his passover 
to the Lord, let all his males be circumcised, 
‘and then let him come and keep it, and he shall 


be as one that: is born in the land ;. for no wn- 
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person, shall, eat thereof.” But 
where, let.me ask, .is it asserted in the New 
‘Testament that no unbaptised person. shall par- 
take of the eucharist ?*. So far from this, it has 
-been, I trust, satisfactorily shewn that of the | 
original communicants, at its first institution, 

not ‘one ,was qualified. 


it will be acknowledged that the 


lok law was so clear and express in insist- 
ing..on circumcision as a necessary. preparation 


for partaking of the paschal lamb that none 


could mistake it, or approach that feast in 


an uncircumcised state, without being guilty 


of .wilful impiety ; and if it is intended to 


insinuate the same charge against Pzwdobap- 
tists, lest it be altered without disguise, that 


- it, maybe fairly met and refuted. But if 
_ it be acknowledged that nothing but such in- 


voluntary mistakes, such unintentional. errors 


as are incident to some of the wisest and best 
of men, are imputable in the present instance, © 


we are at a loss toconceive upon what prin- 
ciple they are compared to wilful prevarication 


* ‘ Was it the duty. think you, of an ancient Israelite to worship 
at the sanctuary, or to partake of the paschal feast, before he was 
circumcised? Or was it the duty of the Jewish priests to buro incense 


in the holy place, before they offered the morning or evening service ? 


‘The appointments of God must be administered in his own way, 4 and 
in that order which he has fixed.” —Booth’s Apology, page 148. 
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BO 
and rebéllion. ‘The degree of blame me which 
attaches to the conduct of those who mistake | 


the will of Christ with respect to the sacra- 
‘mental use of water, we shall not pretend to 
‘gdetermitie ; but we feel no hesitation in affirm- 
dng, that the practice of comparimg it toa pre- 
sumptuous violation and contempt of divine 
law, is equally repugnant to the dictates of 
‘propriety ‘and ef candor. Among the innume- 
table descendants of Abraham, is it possible 
to find one since their departure from Egypt, 


who has doubted of the obligation of circum- oy 


‘cision, of the proper subjects of that rite, 
or of its being an indispensable | prerequisite 
to the privileges of the Mosaic covenant? - 
Among Christians, on the contrary, of unex- — 
ceptionable character and exalted piety, it 
cannot be denied that the subject, the mode, 
and the perpetuity of baptism, have each sup- 
plied occasion for controversy ; which can enly 
be ascribed to the minute particularity with 
which the ceremonies of the law were enjoined, . 
compared to the concise brevity which charac- 
terises the history of evangelical institutes. We 
are far, however, from insinuating a doubt on 
the obligation of believers to submit to the ordi- 
mance of baptism, or of its being exclusively 
appropriated to such; but we affirm that. in 
no part of scripture is it inculcated as a prepa- 
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— vative to the Lord’s supper, and that this view 


of it.is a mere fiction of the imagination. 


c When duties are enjoined in a certain series, — 
each of them on the authority in which they 


originate become obligatory; nor are we ex- 
cused from performing those which stand later 
- jn the series, on account of our having from 
misconception of their meaning, or from any 


other cause, omitted the first. To exemplify 


this by a. familiar instance: It will be admitted 
that the law of nature enforces the following- 


duties, resulting from the relation of children 


to their parents : first, to yield implicit obedi- 


ence in the state of nonage; next, in maturer 
age to pay respectful deference to their advice, 
and a prompt attention to their wants ; lastly, 


after they are deceased, affectionately ie cherish 
their memory, and defend their good name. 


: None will deny that each of these branches of 


conduct are obligatory, and that this is the order 
in which they are recommended to our altention. 
But will it be contended that he who has neg- 
lected the first, ought not to perform the second ; 
or that he who has failed in the second, ought. 


to omit the third. To such an absurd pretence 


we should immediately reply that they are all 
independantly obligatory, as respective dictates 
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of the Divine will 


, 


quencies as an apology for the present, would 
only prove an aggravation of his guilt. {t is 


true that some duties are so situated, as parts 


or appendages of preceding ones, that their ob- 
ligation may be said ‘to result from them; as for 
example, the duty of confessing Christ before 


men arises from the previous duty of believing 
en him, and that ef jommg a Christian society, | 


presupposes the obligation of becoming a ‘Chris- 


tian. In such cases, however, as the connec- 
tien betwixt the respective branches of -prac- 
- tice is founded on ‘the nature of things, it és 


seldom difficult to perceive, rarely, if ever, the 


originate merely m arbitrary appointment, their 
mutual relation can only be the result of clear 


and express command, and as reason could never — 


have discovered their obligation, so it is as little 
able to ascertain their intrinsic connection and 
dependance, which wherever it subsists, must 


be the effect of the same positive prescription — 
which gave them birth. It cannet be pretended 


that an unbaptised believer is intrinsically dis- 
qualified for a suitable attendance at the Lord’s 
“table, or it is so connected with 


; and that for him oho ‘has 
violated one of them te urge this ‘past delin- 


subject of controversy. in a series of (positive 
_ precepts, this principle has no place; as they 
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bapitsm;. as to render the act of communion, in 
itself, absurd or improper. The communion 
has no retrospective reference to baptism, nor 
is: an anticipation of communion. En- 
joined at different times, and appointed for dif- 
ferent purposes, they are capable, without the 
least inconvenience; of being contemplated apart; 
and on no occasion are they mentioned in such 
@ connection, as to: imply, much less to assert, 
that the one is enjoined weth a view to the other. 
Such a connection, we acknowledge, subsisted 
betwixt. the rites of circumcision and the pas-~ 
gover; and. all we demand: of the advocates of 
| strict communion is, that instead of amusing us 

with fanciful analogies drawn from an anti-— 
-quated:law, they would point us to some clause 
in. the New Testament which asserts a similar 
relation betwixt baptism and the Lord's supper. © 
But here, where the very hinge of the contro-_ 
versy turns, the scriptures are silent. They 
direct. us to be baptised, and they direct. us to 
commemorate the Saviour’s death, but not a 
syllable do they utter to inform: us of the in- 
separable connection betwixt these two: ordi- 
nanees. This deficiency is ill supplied: by fervid 
declamation' on the perspicuity of our Lord’s 
cemmission, and the inexcusable inattention or 
prejudice which has led to a misconception of 
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conducted by revelation ; ‘we intreat our 


its meaning; for let the 


persons whom these 


from the common of sin 


bols of a° crucified ‘Saviour. How ‘came the 


deteriorating effects of their error respecting 


baptism, ‘to affect them but in one ‘point,’ that 
of their eligibility as candidates for communion, 
without spreading farther? That it just sdnlaieal 
to a forfeiture of this privilege,and of no other, — 
ion to-which, ‘as it is\certain it can- 


ment which ‘abettors of strict 
tutes of dhe ‘we suppose the 


tude and neglect, We should conjecture they — 
arose from a -solicitude to revive certain ‘prac- 
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 justilas ‘the ordinance of preaching was, during 


gn interdict. The real state of the case is as 


How do they propose to remedy this evil? By 


complet exhibition’ of Christianity in ‘all its 
parts. 
not in a single instance, 
the Lord’s supper. 
merely 
3 to abolish the latter; and as far as it 


e to infants, opi- 


“pions are andthe majority have come, 


as we conceive, to an erroneous conclusion. 


throwing all manner of obstacles in the way of 
an approach to the Lord’s table, and as far as 
their power extends, rendering it impracticable, 
‘it with a condition at which con- 
science revolts. They propose to punish men 


neglect of one ordinance,’ 


by compelling them to abandon the other; and 
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form, but, one half of their duty, oblige them, 


as. fay as lies. in, their power, to omit the whole. 
L must. confess: 1 feel no partiality for those 
violent remedies which under the pretence of 
order which would rather witness the entire deso- 
lation of. the sanctuary, than a defalcation of its 
rites; and. in spite of all the efforts of sophistry, 


L must be permitted, to. believe that our Lord’s | 


express injuaction on his: followers, “de this: in 


remembrance of me,” is.a better reason for the 
celebration of the communion: than 


duced. for. its. neglect. 
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Section 3 


| 


from the different significations of the tivo 
anstetutions, considered. 


‘In vindication of their practice, our oppo- 


nents are wont to urge the order of adminis- 
tration in the primitive and apostolic practice, 


They remind us that the members of the primi- 
tive church were universally baptised ; that if 


we acknowledge its constitution in that respect — 

to be expressive of the mind of Christ, we are 
bound to follow that precedent, and that to 
deviate from it ‘in this particular, is virtually 
to impeach either the wisdom of our Lord, or 


the of his 


* « The order of nue says Mr. Booth, “in the primi- 
‘tive andl apostolic. practice, now demands our notice. That the Apos- 
tles when endued with power from on high, understood our Lord in 
the sense for which we plead, and practised accordingly, is quite 


-evitlent. Then they that gladly received his word were, what? admitted 


tothe Lord’s table? No, but baptised :—And the same day there were 


added to them about three thousand souls; and they continued stedfast 


in the Apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and 
in prayer. If our brethren do not look upon the apostolic precedent 
as expressive of the mind of Christ, and as.@ pattern for futare invi- 


tation, to the end of the world, they must consider the Apostles as 
either ignorant of our Lord’s will, 


Apology, page 47, 48. 
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With respect to the universality of the prac- 
tice of Christian baptism, having already stated 
our views, it is not necessary to repeat what 
has already been advanced, or to recapitulate 
the reasons on which we found our opinion, 
that it was not extended to such as were con- 
verted previous to our Lord’s resurrection. 
Subsequent to that period, we admit, without 
hesitation, that the converts to the Christian 
faith submitted to that ordinance, ‘prior to their 
reception into the Christian church. As little 
are we ‘disposed to deny that it is at present 
the duty of the sincere believer to follow their 
example, and that supposing him to be clearly 
convinced of the nature and import of baptism, 
he would be guilty of a criminal irregularity 
who neglected to attend to it, previous to his 
entering into Christian fellowship. On the ob- 
ligation of both the positive rites enjoined in 
the New Testament, and the prior claim of 
baptism to the attention of such as are properly — 
enlightened on the subject, we have no dispute. — 
All we contend for is, that they do not so depend 
one upon the other, that the conscientious omis- 
sion of the first, forfeits the privilege, or can- 
cels the duty, of obsérving the second ; nor are 
we able to perceive that what in the present 
instance is styled apostolic precedent, at all de- 
cides the question. To attempt to determine — 


: \ 
4 . 
| 
5 ag 
2 
t 
+ 
7 
; 
} 
4 
4 
bey 
4 & 
a 
{ 
| 
ba 


under what the highest prece-— 
dent possesses universally the form of law, in- 
volves a difficult and delicate inquiry ; for while 
it is acknowledged that much deference is due 
to primitive example, there were certain usages 
in apostolical times, which few would attempt 
to revive. There is one general rule, however, — 
applicable to the subject, which is, that no mat- 
ter of fact is entitled to be considered as an 
authoritative precedent, which necessaruy arose 
out of existing circumstances, so that in the 
then present state of things, it could not fail to 
have occurred. The foundation of this rule 
is obvious. Nothing is of the nature of law, 
but what emanates from the will of the legis- 
lator; but when a particular fact, recorded in 
an historical narration, is so situated, that the 
contrary would have appeared ‘incongruous or 
absurd; in other words, when it could not fail 
to be the result of previous occurrences, such — 
a fact is destitute of the essential characteristic 
of a law; it has no apparent mee upon 
a superior will. | 

| | | | | 

“Hence many practices occur in the history 
of the apostolic transactions, which it is univer- 
sally admitted we are not obliged to imitate. 
_ It is @n unquestionable fact, that the eucharist 


“was: first celebrated with unleavened bread, on 
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60 
the evening, in an upper room, and to Jews 
only ; but as we distinctly perceive that these 


particulars originated in the peculiar circum- 


stances of the time, we are far from considering 
them as binding. On the same principle we 
- account for the members of the primitive church 
- consisting only of such as. were baptised, with- 
out erecting that circumstance into an invariable 
rule of action. When we recollect that no 
error or mistake subsisted, or could, subsist, 
among Christians at that period, we are com- 
- pelled to regard it as the necessary consequence 
of;the state of opinions then prevalent. While 
all the faithful concurred in their interpretati 

of the law which enjoins. it, how is it possible — 
_ ta suppose it neglected? or whence could re- 
baptised communicants have. been drawn? Is 
_ this circumstance. to which so much importance 
is. attached, of sucha nature that no account 
can be given of it, but upon the principle 
of our opponents, or is it the necessary conse- 
quence of the then actual situation of the church ? 
If the latter be admitted, it ceases for the reason 
already alledged, to be a precedent, or a rule 


We. aramilling to further, ned tome- 
knowledge that he who convinced of the divine 
origin of Christianity by the ministry of the Apos-— 
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61 
tles, had refused to be baptised, would at that pe- 
riod have been justly debarred from receiving the 
sacramental elements. While the Apostles were 
yet living, and daily exemplifying the import 


_ of their commission before the eyes of the people, 


it would have been impossible to pretend igno- 
rance, nor could that sincerity fail to be sus- 
pected, which was not accompanied with -an 
im submission to their 


He that reloeiveth said our 
“ receiveth me ; ‘he that rejecteth you, rejecteth 
me.” Agreeable to which we find the disciple 
whom. Jesus loved did not scruple to use the 
following language. ‘“ By this ye know the _ 
spirit of truth and the spirit of error; he 
that is of God heareth us; he that is not of 
God heareth not us.” ‘Such a conduct was 
perfectly proper. As there can be but two 
guides in religion, reason and authority, and 
every man must form his belief, either by follow- 
ing the light of his own mind, or the informa- 


tion and instruction he derives from others, so 


‘it is equally evident it is only by the last of these 
methods that the benefit of a new revelation can 
be diffused. Either we must suppose an infi- 
mite multitude of miracles performed on the 
minds of individuals to convey the knowledge of 
supernatural truths, or that one or more are thus 
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enlightened, ‘and. invented: with 
a,‘commission to speak in the name of God to 
others ;\;endowed at the same time with such pe- 
culiar powers, such a control over nature, or such 
a foresight of future contingencies as shall be 
as eatin to accredit and establish his mission. 


refases. to the enidunes 
of persons thus attested and accredited, must be 
considered as virtually renouncing the revela- 
tion imparted, and as the necessary consequence, | 
- forfeiting his interest in its blessings. On these 

grounds it is not difficult to perceive, that a 
primitive convert, or rather pretended convert, 
‘who without doubting that baptism, in the way — 
in which. we practise it, formed a part of the 


would have been deemed unworthy Christian | 
communion, not on account of any specific con- 
nection betwixt the two ordinances, but on ac- 
count of his evincing a spirit totally repugnant 
to the mind of Christ. By rejecting the only 
authority established upon earth for the direc- 
tion of conscience, and the termination of doubts | 

and controversies, he would, undoubtedly, have 
_ been repelled as a contumacious schismatic. 
But what imaginable resemblance is there be- 
twixt such a mode of procedure, and the con- — 
duct of our Pwdobaptist brethren, who oppose _ 


apostolic: commission, had refused compliance, _ 
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no legitimate authority, impeach no part of the 
apostolic testimony, but mistaking (in our judg- 
ment at least) its import in one particular, de- 


cline a practice which many of them would be 


the first to comply with, were they once con- 


vinced it was the dictate of duty, and the will 


of heaven. In the one case, we perceive open 
rebellion, in the other, involuntary error: in 


_ the one, the pride which opposes itself to ie 


dictates of inspired wisdom, in the other, a spe- 
- cimen (an humbling one it is true) of that in- 

firmity, in consequence of which we all see but 
in part, and know but in part. Since what- 
ever degree of prejudice or inattention we. may 
be disposed. to impute to the abettors of infant 
sprinkling, the principles on which they pro- 
ceed are essentially different from those which 


could alone have occasioned the introduction . 
of that practice in apostolic times, we are ata 
loss to conceive the propriety of classing them 


together, or of animadverting upon them with 
equal severity. The Apostles would have re- 
-pelled from their communion men, who while 
they professed to be followers of Christ, refused 
submission to his inspired messengers ; in other 
words, they would have rejected some of the 
worst of men: therefore, say our opponents, 


we feel ourselves justified in excluding multi-— 
tudes whom we acknowledge to be the best. 
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fundamental, is at once a wide departure from 


yet from the period of the pentecost, at least, 


Iam at a loss whether most to admire the logic, 


‘this reasoning from ar 


antiechina nature that it may with equal ease 


be employed in a contrary direction, and be 
turned to the annoyance of our opponents. 
As it is an acknowledged, fact, that in primi-— 
tive times all the faithful were admitted to an 
equality of participation in every christian pri- 
vilege; to repel the great majority of them 
on account of an error, acknowledged not to be 


the apostolic example, and a palpable contra- 
diction to the very words employed in its first 
institution ; “drink ye all of it; do this in re- 
membrance of me:” words addressed, as has 
already been proved, to persons who had not 


received christian baptism. If it be replied, that 


though all Christians originally communicated, 


they were all previously initiated by immersion, 
the imquiry returns, were they baptised on ac- 
count of the necessary connection of that ap-— 
pointment with the eucharist, or purely in 


- deference to the apostolic injunction. To assert 


the former would be palpably begging the ques- 
tion; and if the latter is affirmed, we reply, 


_ that as they practised as they did, in deference 
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to the will of God, so our: Pedobaptist brethren 
in declining the practice which we adopt, regu> 
late their conduct by the same principle. __ 


The shew of to apostolic prece- 
dent is with the advocates of strict communion; 
and nothing more; the substance and. reality 
are with us. Their conformity is to the letter, 
ours to the spirit; theirs circumstantial and in- 
_ cidental, ours radical and essential. In with- 
holding the signs from those who are in. pos- 
session of the thing signified, in refusing to 
communicate the symbols of the great sacrifice 
to those who are equally with themselves sprink- — 
led by its blood and sharers of its efficacy, in 
dividing the regenerate into two classes, believers 
and communicants, and confining the Church 
to the narrow limits of a sect, they have violated 
more maxims of antiquity, and receded further 
from the example of the Apostles, we 

| class of Christians on record. 7 


We live i in a mutable world, and the diver 
sity of sentiment which has arisen in the christ- 
tian church on the subject of baptism, has placed 
things in a new situation, and has given birth 
to a case which can only be determinate by an 
appeal to the general principles of the gospel, 
and to those injunctions in particular, which are 
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designed the conduct of Christians, 
whose judgment in points of secondary moment 
differ. ‘These we shall have occasion to discuss 
in another part of this treatise; where it will, I 
trust, be satisfactorily shewn that we are fur- 
nished with a clue fully sufficient for our guid- 
ance: and when we consider the impossibility 


of comprehending in any .code whatever, every 


possible combination of future occurrences and 
events, we shall perceive the necessity of having © 


- recourse to those large and comprehensive max- 


ims, which the prospective wisdom of the Father 
of lights, and the Author of ee jane 
— 


Were it not that more are capable of number-— 


ing arguments, than of weighing them, the 


mention of the following might be omitted. 
‘The significations of the two positive ordi-— 
nances of: the Gospel are urged in proof of | 


the necessity of baptism preceding the Lord’s 


supper. The first, we are reminded by our 


opponents, is styled by theologians the sacra- 


ment of regeneration, or of initiation; the 
second, the sacrament of nutrition.* To argue 


* “In submitting to! baptism.” says Mr. Booth *Y we have an 


vemblem of our union and commanion with Jesus Christ, as our great 


representative, in his death, burial, and resurrection. And as in bap- 
tism we profess to have renewed spiritual life; so in communicating 


‘at the Lord's table, we have 
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from metaphors is rarely a conclusive mode of 
reasoning, but if it were, the regenerate state 
of our Peedobaptist brethren would surely afford 


a much better reason for admitting them to the 
sacrament of nutrition, than their misconcep- 


tion of a particular command for. prohibiting 
them, unless we chuse to affirm that the shadow 
is of more importance than the substance, or 
that the sacrament of nutrition is not intended 


to 


Their actual possension of. life, in 
consequence of their union to the head of the 
Church, necessarily implies a title to every chris- 
tian privilege, by which such a life is cherished 
and maintained, unless there were an express 
prohibition to the contrary; nor is it to be 
doubted that the acknowledgment of Pedo-— 
baptists, as Christians, implies a competence to 
enter into the full import of the ritescommem- | 
morative of our Lord’s death and passion. To 
consider the Lord’s supper, however, as a mere 
€Ommemoration of that event, is to entertain a 
very inadequate view of it. If we credit St. 
baa it is also a s poder rite, in which in token 


which we a by which we grow, and by virtue of which we hope 

to live for ever. Hence theological writers have often called bap- 

tism the sacrament of regeneration, or of initiation, and the na : “a 

the sacrament of nutrition.” —Booth’s Apology. | | 
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2 of our reconciliation with God, we eat and drink 


in his presence: it is a feast upon a sacrifice, 
by which we become partakers at the altar, not 
less really, though in a manner more elevated 


and spiritual, than those who under the ancient 


economy presented their offerings in the temple. 
In this ordinance, the cup is a spiritual partici- 

pation of the blood, the bread of the body of 

the crucified Saviour :* and as our Pedobaptist | 
brethren are allowed to be in covenant with 
God, their title to every federal rite follows 
of course, unless it is barred by some clear un- | 


equivocal declaration of scripture ; instead of . 


which we meet with nothing on the opposite 
side, but precarious conjectures, and remote 


analogies. 


Our opponents are extremely fond of repre- 
senting baptism under the New Testament, as 


essential as circumcision under the old, inferring 


from thence that no unbaptised person is ad- 
missible to the eucharist, for the same reason 
that none who was not circumcised, was per- 
mitted to pariake of the paschal feast. But 
besides that this is to reason from analogy, 
a practice against which, when applied to 
the discussion of positive institutes, they on 


* 1 Corinthians xi. 16. 
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69 
other occasions earnestly protest, the analogy — 
fails in the most essential points. ‘Circumcision 
is expressly stated as a necessary condition: of 
admission to the passover: a similar statement 
respecting baptism will decide the controversy. 
The neglect of circumcision, which could pro- 
ceed from nothing but presumptuous impiety, 
incurred the sentence of excision; that soul 
shalt be cut off from the people. Whatever 
may be meant beside by that commination, it 
will not be doubted that it included the entire 
forfeiture of the advantages of that peculiar 
covenant, which God was pleased to establish — 
with the Israelitish people ; and the exclusion 
from the paschal feast, as well as from the other 
sacrifices, was the necessary appendage of that 
forfeiture. 


The most violent Baptist will not presume 
to insinuate that the neglect of baptism, from 
a misconception of its nature, is exposed to a 
similar penalty. It is evident, from the history 


of the Old Testament, that an Israelite became 


_ disqualified for sharing in whatever privileges 
distinguished that nation, only in consequence 
of such a species of criminality as cut him off 
from the covenant. An interest in that cove- 
nant (the particular nature of which it is not 
‘BpCanenEy to insist upon) and a free access to 
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70 
all the privileges and institutions of the Jewish | 
‘ people were inseparable, so that nothing would 
have appeared to an ancient Jew more absurd, 
than to disunite the covenant itself, from the 
federal rites by which it was ratified and con- 
firmed. The invention of this ingenious para- 
dox belongs exclusively to the abettors of strict 
communion, who in the same breath affirm that 
Peedobaptists are entitled to all the blessings 
of the new and everlasting covenant, and for- 
bidden to commemorate it ; and scruple not to 
assert, that though interested as much as them- 
selves in the great sacrifice, it would be pre- 
sumption in them to approach the sacred sym- 
bols, which are appointed for no other purpose 
but to hold it forth. It is certainly with a_ 
very ill grace that the champions of such mon- 
strous and unparalleled positions, ridicule their 
opponents for inventing a new and eccentric 
theology.* 


* “The last century,” says Mr. Booth, page 36, “ was the grand 
era of improvement, of prodigious improvement, in light and liberty. 
In light, as well divine as philosophical, by the labors of a Bacon, 
a Boyle, and a Newton. In pretended theological knowledge by 
these of a Jesse or a Bunyan, Did the former by deep researches into - 
the system of nature, surprise and instruct the world, by discoveries of 
which mankind had never before conceived. The latter, penetrating into 
the gospel system, amused mankind by casting new light on the positive 
institutions of Jesus Christ; and by placing baptism among things 
of little importance in the Christian religion, of which no ancient 
‘theologian ever dreamed—none we have reason to think ever 
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Before I ‘dismiss this head, I must remark 
that in insisting upon the prior claim which 
baptism posseses to the attention of a christian 
convert, the advocates of strict communion tri- 
umph without an opponent. We know of none 


who contend for the propriety of inverting 
the natural order of the christian sacraments, 


where they can both be attended to, that is— 


when the nature of each is clearly understood 
and confessed. ‘To administer them under any 
other circ:mstance, it will be acknowledged, 


is impracticable,- We administer baptism, let 


it be remembered, in every instance in which 
our opponents will allow it ought to be adminis- 


tered; and the only difference is, that we . 
have fellowship, in another ordinance, with 


those members of the body of Christ, whom 
they reject. Let it once be demonstrated that 
the obligation of commemorating the Saviour’s 
death, is not sufficiently supported by his ex- 


press injunction, but derives its force and vali- 


dity from its inseparable connection with a 
preceding sacrament, and we are prepared to 
abandon our practice, as a presumptuous inno- 
vation on the laws of Christ. Till then we 


loved the Lord Redeemer.” A little after he adds, “the practical 
claim of dispensing power by Jesse and Bunyan, made way for the 
inglorious liberty of treating positive institutions in the house of God 


| 
‘ 
? 
a 
‘ 
~ 


shall not be much moved by the charge of 
claiming a dispensing power with which ‘we — 
are frequently accused,—a power which I pre- 
sume no Protestant ever dreamed of usurping, 
and the assumption of which implies such 
impiety as ought to render a Christian reluctant 
to. such a charge. 

To remind us of “the destruction of Nadab 
and Abihu by fire from Heaven, the breach 


that was made upon Uzzah, the stigma fixed, 


and the curses denounced upon Jerusalem, 
together with the fall and ruin of all mankind, 


by our first father’s disobedience to a positive 


command,” are more calculated to influence 


the passions, than to elicit truth, or conduct — 


the controversy to a satisfactory issue. When 
the sole enquiry is, what zs the law of Christ, 
and we are fully persuaded that our inter-— 
pretation of it is more natural and reasonable 
than that of our opponen ts, it is’ ‘not a little ab- 


 surd, to charge us with assuming a claim of dis- 


pensing with its authority. We know he com- 
manded his followers to be baptised; we know 
also that he commanded them to shew forth 
his death till he came: but where shall we look 
for a tiitle of his law which forbids such as sin- 
cerely, though erroneously, believe themselves 


to have complied. with the first, to attend to 
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73 
the last of these injunctions? Where is the 
_ scriptural authority for resting the obligation 
_ of the eucharist, not on the precept that enjoins 
it, but on the previous reception of baptism? 
As the scripture is totally silent on this point, 
we are not disposed to accept the officious 
assistance of our brethren in supplying its 
deficiency ; and beg permission to remind them, 
that to add to the word of God, is oquely 
criminal with taking away from it. 


Do the administration of that 
rite to any class of persons, whose state of mind 
_ is such as would render it acceptable to God? 

Do we neglect. to illustrate and enforce it in 
our public ministrations? Are we accustomed 
to insinuate that serious inquiry into the mind — 
of Christ on this subject, is of little, or no im- 
portance? Are we found to decline its admi- 
nistration in any case whatever, in which our 
accusers would not equally decline it? Nothing 
of this can be alledged. Do they argue from 
the language of the original institute, from the 
examples of scripture, and the precedent of the 
early ages, that it is the duty of believers without 
exception to be immersed in the name of Jesus? 
So do we. Are they disposed to look upon such 
as have neglected, whether from inattention or 
prejudice, to perform this duty, as imperfect 
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Christians’? We also consider them in the 

same light. In what respect then are we guilty 
of dispensing with divine laws? Merely be- 
cause’ we ate incapable of perceiving that an 
involuntary mistake on this subject, disqualifies 
for Christian communion. But how extremely 
unjust to joad us, on that account, with the 
chatge of assuming a dispensing power, when 
the dnly* ground on which we maintain our 
opinion, whether true or false, is our convic- 
tion that it is founded on a legitimate: interpre- 
tution ‘of the oracles of God. The dispute is 
not concerning their authority, but their mean- 
ing’; and we dispense with baptism in no other 
sénse, than that of denying it to be in all cases” 
essential to. communion ; in which, whether we are 
mistéken or not, is a point open to controversy ; 
bit tobe guilty first of a misnomer in defining 
our sentiments, and afterwards to convert an 
odious and erroneous — into an intl 


with’ propriety our ta is com- 
that’ of the of Rome, in con- 
fining the communion to one kind, the intel- 


ting an esential branch of an ordinance, or to reverse the erfer la 
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‘mutilation, nor presume in. the smallest parti- 
cular to innovate in the celebration of either 


prs 


75 


Church in order to raise the dignity of the 
priesthood, assumes a power of mutilating a 
divine ordinance. We are chargeable with no 


sacraments: we merely refuse to acknowledge 

that dependance, one upon the other, on which 

the confidence of our opponents is so uth sustain- 
| 


We will close this part of, the’ discussion by 


remarking that there is a happy equivocation 


in the word dispense, which has contributed 


not a little to its introduction into the present 
¢ontroversy. It may either mean that we do 


not insist upon baptism as an indispensable 
condition of communion, in which sense the 


charge is true, but nothing to the purpose, since 
it is a mere statement, in other words, of our 


actual practice. | Or it may intend, that we 


knowingly and peered deviate from the 
injunctions of scripture; a serious accusation, 
which requires not to be asserted, but proved. 
which the of an ordinance were srigivally 


nistered, as we have to lay aside a divine institation, or to change 
the order in which two different appointments were first fixed. And 


if 80, were a reformed and converted Catholic, still retaining the 


popish error of communion in one kind only, desirous of having fellow- 
ship with our brethren at the Lord’s table; they must if they would act 
consistently, on their present hypothesis, admit him to partake of the 
bread, though from a principle of conscience, he absolutely refused the 


‘wine in that sacred institution.”—-Booth’s Apology, page 51. 


L | 
4 | | | 


4 
ves 
{ 
i 
~ 
iv 
ig | 
= 
| 
: 
| 
4 
: 
i 
ora 
: Pe 3 


sumptuous departure from the sentiments of all 
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Our sapped appoiton tothe 


In admitting to. our communion we 
esteem wnbaptised, we are accused of a pre- 


parties and denominations throughout the chris- 
tian world, who however they.may have differed 
upon other subjects, have unanimously concur- 


red in considering 


to communion. * 


The which occurs. on this 


| 


(Mr. Booth in his Apology :—* A sentiment so peculiar, and a conduct 


so uncommon,” he says, “in regard to this institution, ought to be 


» ‘well supported by the testimony of the Holy Ghost. For were all 


the christian churches now in the world asked, except those few who — 


- plead for free communion, whether they thought it lawful to admit 


unbaptised believers to fellowship at the Lord’s table, there is reason 
to believe they would readily unite in the declaration of Paul, we have 
no such custom, neither the churches of God that were before us. Yes, 


- onsidering the novelty of their sentiments and conduct, and what | 
@ contradiction’ they are to the faith and order of the whole christian _ 


church, considering that it never was disputed, as far as I can learn, 
prior to the sixteenth century, by orthodox or heterodox, by Papist 
or ‘Protestant, whether undapiised believers should be admitted to 
mush they differed in matters of equal importance, it may be reason- 


 @bly expected, and it is by us justly demanded, that the truth of 
their sentiment and the rectitude of their conduct, should be proved, 
fully proved, fromthe records of inspiration.”—Booth’s Apology, p. 34 
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of knowledge must be relinquished. ~My next 


an attempt to 


weight of authority, without pretending to enter 
into the merits of the controversy. It assumes 


for its basis tlie impossibility of the universal 


prevalence of error, which iif it be once ad- 
mitted, all hopes of extending the boundaries 


observation is, that it comes with peculiar infe- 
licity from the members of a sect, who upon a 
subject. of much greater moment have presumed 


to relinquish the precedent, and arraign the prac- 
tice of the whole christian.world, as far at least 


| (Que edtone querenten, 
After ‘setting’ an. example: of revolt, it is too 


late for them to pager the duty of submission. 


communion on. 


"The of thi of 
baptism, being of no. —, 
moment whatever in any other circumstances than — 
our own, it is not to be wondered at, if it, has 
never been subjected to scrutiny ; since cases 


of conscience, among which this enquiry may 


be classed, are rarely if ever investigated until 
rcumstances oceur which render their discus- 
Byt as infant sprinkling is 
valid in the esteem of all but the, Baptists, 
and no. for: the 
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Jatter! unbaptised,:.it is not easy to con- 


questions, the decision of which could have 


no influence on practice, will not surprise 
those who reflect, that truth has been usually 
_ elicited by controversy, and that on subjects 
of too great importance to be entirely over- 
looked, 
extent, which are now universally expl 


Though the employment of in the 


to the dictates of reason and of scripture, it 
was for ages successively resorted to by évery 
party in their turn; nor was it till the close of 


toleration was established on a broad and 
scientific basis, by the immortal writings of 


deration. It is well known that from a very 


the most extravagant notions pre- 
cary 


of 

in The’ descent 
of the human mind from: the spirit:to. the 


opinions have prevailed to a great 


afflairs..of conscience, is equally repugnant 
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this spirit are discernable in the ideas enter- 
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true source 
the multifarious forms they have assumed ; and 
as it began early to corrupt the religion of ‘na-. 


of idolatry and superstition | in’ all 


ture, or more properly of patriarchal tradition, 


so it soon obscured the lustre, and destroyed 
the.simplicity of the christian institute. » In pro- 


portion as genuine devotion declined, the love 


of pomp and ceremony increased ; the few and’ 


simple rites of Christianity were extolled be- 


: yond all reasonable bounds; ‘new ones were in- 


vented to which mysterious meanings were at- - 
tached, tall the religion of the:New ‘Testament 


became, in process of time, as insupportable , 


a:yoke'as the mosaic law. The: first effects of 


tained of the ordinance,’ so closely connected 


with the subject of the present treatise. From 


an erroneous interpretation of the figurative 
language of a few passages in scripture, in 
which the sign is identified with the thing sig- 
nified, very similar to the mistake which after- 
wards led to transubstantiation, it was univer- 


| sally supposed that baptism was invariably ac- 
companied with 


a supernatural effect, which 
totally changed the state and character of the 


candidate, and constituted him a child of God, 


and an heir of the kingdom of Heaven. Hence 


it was almost constantly denoted by the terms 
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the latest ‘period of life. Thus Eusebius in- 
forms us that the Emperor Cons antine <‘ par 


ing his end fast approaching, judged it a 


and ‘cleansing his soul. from that guilt which 
in common with other mortals he had contracted, 


whichhe believed was to be effected by the 


hoped and prayed for, the period of obtaining 
the salvation of God.” Passing with the utmost 


in white garments, and laid aside the imperial 


purple, in token of bis bidding adieu to all 
cimen of the sentiments which were universally 
adopted upon this subject in ancient. ‘times. 


in vith Contant, L4, 


laver:”. “‘'This;” said he, addréssing the sur- 


“is the period have so long 


We have here a fair spe- 
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Pas sa of our blindness, we are delivered 


to a most unreasonable been 
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middle of. the second 


tism with regeneration: “ ‘ Whoever,” says he, 
“believe the things which are affirmed by. us 


to be true, and promise to live accordingly, are 


afterwards conducted to a place where there is 
water, and are. regenerated by the same method | 


of regeneration which we. have experienced.”* 
Theophilus, a cotemporary writer, and the sixth 
bishop of Antioch, holds the same language: 
Tertullian, the earliest and most learned of the 


Latin Fathers, exclaims with rapture, “O happy 


sacrdment, by which, being washed from: the 


unto eternal life.”t And agreeable to the fan- 


tastic style of imagery which characterises his 
writings, he appears to be. particularly delighted 
denominating Christians, little fishes, who 


are born in. water, and are safe only in that 


“element. Were we to attempt accurately to trace 
_ the progress of : these . opinions, in the first ages, 
and adequately. to represent the extent of their 


prevalence, we should be under the necessity, by 
numberless quotations from the Fathers, of extend- 


Safes it to. ‘that there is 


a writer: in the three Gost centuries, to descend 
| 
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“no lower, has not spoken ‘upon this: 
subject in a manner, which the advocates for 
strict ‘communion at least, would deem unscrip- 
tural and improper ; scarce one, from whom 
we should not: be taught to infer, that baptism’ 


That 


was absolutely necessary to salvation. 


laries of the Church of England, is too evident 
to require to be insisted on ;* nor is’ it less so, 


that similar sentiments on this head are exhi- 
- bited, to a greater or less extent, in the creeds 


of most, if not all established churches. Is it 
surprising then that those who contend for 
baptism as essential to salvation, should con- 


‘sider it asan essential prerequisite to commu- 
nion? Or is it not a much juster occasion for 
surprise, that our opponents should urge us 


with an inference which it is acknowledged was 
deduced from erroneous premises, as though 
we were under the necessity of admitting a con- 
clusion, while the only argument se 
— | 


| 


consider the firm hold which these idea 
hed tnken of the mints of men, theonghent oll pests 
of the christian world at an early period, and recollect the confidence 
‘with which ancient writers assert the impossibily even of infants being 
‘saved without baptism, the practice of infant-sprinkling seems an almost 
-Mecessary result. Who with such a conviction, who possessed the 
‘common feelings of a parent, could fail to secure to his infant offspring — 
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- For our parts, , we must be permitted to look 
with suspicion on the genuine product ‘of error ; 


no more expecting to derive truth from erro- 
neous premises, ’ — grapes from thorns, or 


from: thistles. the present instance, 


there is no doubt that the opinion of the abso- 


lute necessity of baptism, previous to commu- 


nion, sprang from those lofty and superstitious — 


ideas respecting its efficacy, which our oppo- 
nents would be the first to disclaim. Ask a 


Roman Catholic, a Lutheran, or a member of 


the Church of England, on what ground he 


_¢ach of them will concur in reminding you, 
that it is by that ordinance we become the 
children of God, and heirs of his kingdom. 


rests the absolute necessity of the baptismal 
rite, as a qualification for the eucharist ; and 


The Augsburgh Confession, to which all the 


Lutheran churches are supposed to assent, and 


which was solemnly presented to Charles the 


Fifth at the ‘imperial diet, as the authentic — 
exhibition of their sentiments, expresses itself 


in the following terms :—‘ Concerning baptism, 


they (the followers of Luther) teach that it is 
necessary to salvation ; that by baptism is offer- 
ed the grace of God; and that children are to 
é _ be baptised, who being presented to God by 
“baptism, are received into the grace of God. 
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a __ of the baptism of children, and affirm that child- 


ren are saved without baptism.”* ‘Some of the — 
most learned divines of the Church of England 


| have contended that baptism is not only rege-— 


_neration, but justification; and have made 


timate consequences. Let it be recollected also, 
_ that the points in which they, in common with — 
ourselves, dissent from a vast majority of the pro- 
| _ fessors of Christianity are of incomparably more 
igiportance |than the particular in which they 
| _ agree; for whether baptism be, on all occasions, 
mecessary preliminary to communion, is a trivial 
the 


fairly stated, is entirely in our faver; nor would 
it be easy to assign an example of bolder devia- 

tion from the universal 


Angsbureh Confession, Article 9. 
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church, conduct of opponents 
_ They are the only persons in the 
| whou We have ‘either heard; or read, 
who contend for the exclusion of genuine Chris- 
tians from ‘the Lord’s table; who ever attempt- 
ed to distinguish them into two classes, such 
as are entitled to commemorate their Saviour’s 
death, and ‘such as ‘are’ precluded from that 
privilege. In what page of the voluminous | 
recotds of the church is such a distinction to 
Or what intimation shall we find 
in scripture of an ‘intetition to create such an 
invidious ° ‘disparity ‘among the members of the 
-saine body? Did it'ever enter the conception 
of any but Baptists; that a right to the sign 
could be separated ‘from the thing signified ; or 
that there’ could'be a description of persons in- 
_ terested in’ all the blessings of the christian 
covenant, yet not to of 
— and seals 


In the of all communities 
beside, and in every period of the church, ex- 
communication or exclusion ‘has been considered 
as @ stigma, neyer to be inflicted but on men of 
ill lives, or on the abettors of heresy and schism ; 
and though innumerable instances have occur- 
red, in which the best of men have in fact been 
‘excluded, ‘they were either accused. of funda-— 
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mo maxim was more fully recognised, than 


: admission is expected to subscribe; and though 


. 


mental error; or adjudged on account of their 


obstinate, resistance to the authority of the 


: rt. to have forfeited the privileges of Chris- 


They were not. excommunicated under 
the of mistaken brethren, which is the 


-. light in which we profess to consider Pedo- 
baptists, but, as incurable heretics, and __schis- 


matics. ‘The Puritans were the 

of England on the same principle; and : 
at the Restoration, a vindictive spirit was $ ungues- 
tionably the chief motive to these disgraceful 


proceedings, yet the pretensions of ecclesiastical 


authority were carried so high in those unhappy _ 
times, as to furnish the pretext for ,consider-— 
ing them as contumacious contemners of the 
power, and disturbers of the peace of the church. | 
hh the whole course of ecclesiastical proceedings, _ 


that the sword of excommunication cut asunder 
the ties of fraternity, and consigned the offender, 


unless he repented, ths 


creeds are established which every candidate for — 


these summaries of christian doctrine frequently 
contain articles, which admitting them to be true, 
are not fundamental, they were originally deemed 
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to be: with, of 


_ evidence as) no sincere: enquirer could resist ; 


and they are art under came: 


has received ; of refusing the. communion of 
eminently holy men, on account: of unessential 
_ differences of opinion, is not the avowed tenet 
of any or community in Christendom, with 


the exception of the majority of the Baptists, 


who while they are at variance with the whole 


world on a point of such magnitude, are loud in 


accusing their brethren’ of singularity, If we 


have presumed to resist the current of opinion, 
-it is on a subject of no practical moment ; it 


respects an obscure and neglected corner of 


theology ; while their singularity is replete with | 


most alarming consequences, destroys at once 


the unity of the church, and pronounces a sen- 


tence of excomménication on the chris- 
tian word. - | 


without exhibited in their 
full force the reasoning of the advocates of 


strict communion, and replied to it in the best 
manner we are able, it must be left to the im- 


partial reader to determine on which side the 


“evidence preponderates; of which he will be 
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THE POSITIVE GROUNDS ON WHICH WE JUSTIFY 
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HAT we. 
most absolute, to 


attachment to the 


feature by .which 


tinguished in every age. “ By this shall. all 
men know ye are my disciples, if ye love 
I have loved you, ye ought 
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the obligation 
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commanded, in terms. the 
cultivate a sincere and warm 
members of Christ’s. body, 
and that no branch of christian duty is inculcated 
more frequently, or with more force, will\ be 
admitted without controversy. Our Lord. in- 
structs us to consider it as the principal mark or 
his followers are to be dis- 
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vant, and by contests the most violent, forgetting 
their ancient animosity, and blending into one 
mass, at the command of a person whom they 
had, never seep, and who had ceased to be an 
inhabitant of this werld, was an astonishing 
spectacle. Such a sudden assimilation of the — 
most discordant materials, such love issuing 
from. hearts naturally selfish, and giving birth 
- #0 a new race and progeny, could be ascribed 
to nothing but a divine interposition: it was 
an. experimental proof of the commencement 
of that kingdom of God, that celestial economy, 
by which the powers of the future world are 
imparted to the present. When we turn from 
contemplating this, to the practice under con- 
- gideration, we see an opposite phenomenon ; 
a sect of Christians coming to an open rupture 
and separation in point ef communion with the 
whole christian world: and we ask whether it 
be possible to reconcile such a conduct with 
the import of our Saviour’s prayer. If it is 
not, it must be condemned as antichristian, 
unless we hesitate to ion that whatever is 
repugnant to the mind of Christ, merits that 
appellation. Let it be remembered too, that 
_ though the prayer we have adduced was uttered 
by him who possessed a perfect knowledge of 
futurity, and was thoroughly apprized of the 
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diversities of sentiment which would arise 


amongst his followers, he was not deterred by | 


that consideration from comprehending in this 
désire of union, who should hereafter 
believe on his name, 


| 


Whatever our opponents may 


_ profess to those whom they exclude, their be- 
haviour, ‘it must be acknowledged, is so ill 


adapted to accredit their professions, that in — 


the eyes of the world, who judge by sensible 


appearances, and are strangers to subtle dis- 
tinctions, such a proceeding ‘will ‘inevitably 
Considered as a practical declaration that the 

persons from) whom they separate, are not 
Christians. There is no reason to doubt that — 


_ the precepts of the gospel on ‘this, as well as 
 évery other breach of morals, are to be inter- 
pretéd on a liberal scale; and that when they 
enjoin any particular disposition in general 
termns, we must consider the injunction as com- 
prehending all its natural demonstrations, all 
its genuine expressions. But to refuse the com- 
Munion of sincere Christians, is not a natural 
éxpressiom of Chistian love, but so diametri- 
cally opposite, that we may fairly put it to the 


conscience of those who contend for such a 


measure, whether they find it possible to carry 
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anguish, they felt on those occasions, when 
‘they witnessed some of their most intimate 


4 


jt into execution without an inward struggle, 


without feeling emotions of sorrow and con-— 
cern. It is to inflict a wound on the very heart 
of charity, for no fault, for none at least of 
which the offender is conscious, for none which 


such treatment has the remotest tendency to 


correct; and if this is not being guilty of 
‘beating our fellow servant,’ we must despair 


of ascertaining the meanmg of terms. 


Were the children of the same parent, in con- 


_ sequence of the different construction they put 
on a disputed clause in their father’s will, to refuse 
to eat at the same table, or to drink out of the 
same cup, it would be ridiculous for them to 
pretend their attachment to each other re- — 
mained undiminished; nor is it less so for — 


Christians to assert that their withdrawing from 


communion with their brethren, is no inter- 


ruption to their mutual harmony and affection. 


It is a serious and awful interruption, and will 
ever be considered in that light, as long as the 
-jnterior sentiments of the mind continue to be 


interpreted by their natural signs. | I have 


- known more instances than one of good men 


complaining of the uneasiness, I might say the 
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friends, persons of exalted piety, compelled, 
after joining in the other branches of worship, 


to withdraw from the Lord’s table, as though 


“they had no part or lot in the matter.” 
We have been accustomed to conceive that thé 
dictates of the. Holy Ghost were always in har- 
mony with his operations, the precepts of the 


_ gospel with its spirit ; and that nothing was en- 
~ joined as matter of duty on Christians, which 


offered violence to the best feelings of the re- 


| 


newed heart. We have always supposed that _ 


the old man only with his affections and lusts ; 


but if the doctrine of our opponents be true, 
we shall be frequently summoned to the strange 
discipline of repressing the movements of chris- 
tian charity; and the practice of quenching — 
the spirit, instead of being regarded with hor- 


ror, will become on many occasions an indis- 


pensible duty. For this new and unheard-of — 
conflict, in which the injunctions of Christ, — 


and the dictates of his Spirit, propel us in 


what we have 


opposite nw we acknowledge ournelves 
unprepared. 

In order to peri: this aa of our subject in 
its strongest light, it is necessary to recur 
before, respecting the 


95 
by the law of Christ we were called to mortify 


two-fold import of the eucharist, that it is first 
a feast upon a sacrifice, in which we are actual 
partakers by faith of the body and blood of the 
Redeemer offered upon ‘the cross. Considered 
in this view, it is a federal rite, in which we 
receive the pledge of reconciliation, while we 


avouch the Lord to be our God, and surround 


his table as a part of his family. In its se- 
condary import, it is intended as a solemn recog- 
nition of each other as mémbers of Christ, 
and consequently, in the language of St. Paul, 
“as one body, and one bread.” Now we 
either acknowledge Peedobaptists to be Chris- 


tians, or we do not. If riot, let us speak out 
_ without reserve, and justify their exclusion at 


once, upon a broad and consistent basis. But 
if we reject a sentiment so illiberal, why refuse 
to unite with them in an appointment, which 

s far as its social import is concerned, has no 
pon object than to express that fraternal at- 
tachment which we actually feel? Why select 


as the line of demarcation, she! ‘signal of dis- 


ution, that particular branch of worship, which 


if we credit the inspired writers, was ordained 


in preference to every other, to be the sym- 


bol of christian unity. That they are equal- 


ly capable with ourselves of deriving the spi- 
rital edification and improvement attached 
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_ to this ordinance, is implied in the acknow- 
ledgment of their being Christians ; while with 
respect to its import as a social act, or an act 
of communion, it implies neither more nor less 
than a recognizance of their claim to that title. 
It neither implies that they are baptised, nor 
_ the contrary; it has no retrospective view to’ 
that ordinance whatever; it implies neither 
more nor less than that they are members of | 
Christ, and the objects consequently of that 
fraternal attachment, which our opponents them- 
selves profess to feel. 
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tures ‘to tolerate 
of opinion which are not 
vation. We learn, from the New. 
that a diversity of views subsisted in the times 
of the Apostles, betwixt the Jewish and Gen- 
tile converts especially, the former retaining 
an attachment to the ancient Jaw, and con-— | 
ceiving the most essential parts of it to be still 
in force; the latter, from correcter views, re- 
jecting it altogether. Some declined the use 
of certain kinds of meat forbidden by Moses, 
which others partook of without scruple: “one 
man esteemed one day above another,” con- 
scientiously observing the principal Jewish so- 
lemnities ; “another. esteemed every day alike.” 
Among the Jewish converts, very different sen-— 
timents were entertained on the subject of cir- 
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of office, that “if any man 


though..opon_ diferent. principle; 


like St. Paul; tron ‘solicits ‘to 


devtrine: of, justification by faith. Against the 


, and affirming with all 


testing” with veh 
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to "The contention 


of it, but tb Paul 
nd Barnabas to go up to Jerusalem, to consult 
the Apostles, who being solemnly convened on 
occasion, issued, the famous. decree: con- 
fifteenth of the Acts, by which 


pressed. . Though the success of this measure 
was great, it was not complete contrariety 

nonies and ob- 


servanees, which considerably impaired its har- | 


church. ing Jewish cere 


sentiment last mentioned, we find St. Paul pro- 


lal la gospel was confirmed, and 
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the. by his 
authority, St. Paul enjoins mutual toleration. 
“ Him that is weak in faith receive ye not to 
doubtful disputations. For one believeth that 
he may eat all things; another who is weak 
eateth herbs. Let not him that eateth, despise 


him that eateth not ; and let not him that eateth — 


not, judge him that eateth : for God hath re- 
ceived him. Who art thou that judgest another 
man’s servant ? unto his own master he stand-— 
eth, or falleth. Yea, he shall be holden up; 
- for God is shle to make him stand. One man 
— esteemeth every day alike. Let every man be 
fully in his own mind.”* 

To the are the following in- 
junctions in the next chapter a We then that 
are strong, ought to bear the infirmities of the 
weak, and not to please ourselves. Now the 
God of peace and consolation grant you to be 
like minded one towards another, according to 
Jesus Christ, that ye may with one mind, and 
with one mouth, glorify God, even the Father 
of our Lord Jesus Christ. Wherefore receive - 
ye one another, as Christ also.received us, to 
the glory of God.”’t It cannot be denied that 
Sie we have adduced 
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Ea tolic canon for the regulation of the conduct | 
| | of such Christians as agree in fundamentals, 


while they differ on points of subordinate im- 


a reciprocal toleration and indul- 


to exercise 


this canon they are commanded 


no account to proceed to an open 
rupture. In order to apply it to the question 


al 
{ 


under consideration, it is only necessary to con- 
sider to what. description of persons the rule 
extends. The persons we are ‘commanded to— 


receive are the weak in faith. 


text, as well 
it is certain. 


as from other parts of his epistles, 
that St. Paul means to designate 


by that appellation, | sincere though erring 


Christians ; 


diberty, 
usages and 


and in the instance then under 


contemplation, persons whose organs were not 
yet attempered to the blaze of gospel light and 


who still clung to certain legal 


distinctions, which more compre- 


“From the con- 


hensive views of revelation would have taught 
them to discard. ~The term weak is employed 
by the same writer in his epistle | to the Corinth- 
ians, to denote an erroncous conscience, founded 
on a false persuasion of. a certain power and 
efficacy attached to idols, of which they are 
really destitute. “For himself,” he tells us, 
. he knew that an idol was nothing, but every 
one was not possessed of that knowledge; for 
some with conscience of the idol, hein an inte- 
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rior conviction of its power, eat of the sacrifice, 
as a thing offered to an idol, and their con- 
science being weak, is defiled.” In the chap- 
ter whence these words are quoted, the term | 
weak occurs not less than five times, and in— 
instance is used as synonimous with erro-- 
neous, I have insisted the more on this” ‘par- 
fede in order to obviate a misconception 
which may arise from the | acknowledged am- 
biguity of the word weak, which might be 
supposed to intend not a mistaken or erring 
mind, but a mind net. sufficiently confirmed 
in the truth to which it assents. The cer- 
tainty of its comprehending the case of error 
being once admitted, it is not necessary to mul- 
tiply words to evince its bearing on the present 
controyersy.; all that remains to be considered 
is the principle on which toleration is enforced, 
which ‘every impartial reader must perceive is 
the assumption that the errors and mistakes to 
be tolerated are not fundamental, not of such 

a nature, in other words, as to prevent those 
wis maintain them from being accepted with 
God. ‘Let not him, that eateth, despise him 
who eateth not; and let not him that eateth 
not, judge him that eateth; for God hath re- 
ceived him.” What can this mean but that. the 
error in question, to whichsoever side it be im- 
was ofa not to its 
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abettor: from an of God, 
who as he at present bears with his infirmity, 
is well able, whenever he pleases, to correct 
and remove it. He further proceeds to urge 
a spirit of foxbidegpiped from a consideration of 
the perfect integrity with which both parties 
maintained their respective opinions. Both 
were equally conscientious, and therefore nei- 
ther deserved to be: treated» with severity. 
Wherefore receive one, another, he 
adds, “even as Christ has received you ‘to 
the glory of ‘the Father.” When he: thus 
commands Christians to receive each other, 
and enforces that duty by the example of 
Christ, it surely requires little penetration to 
perceive that the practice enjoined ought to 
be commensurate to that example, and that this 
precept obliges us to receive all whom Christ 
has received. ‘To interpret it otherwise, is to 
suppose the example irrelevant, and at once 
annihilate the on which thei 


| 


javed the way to the to 
which we would conduct the reader, we have 
only to remark, that in order to determine how 
far these apostolic injunctions oblige us to tole- 
rate the supposed error of our Peedobaptist 
brethren, we have merely to consider whether 
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if necessarily excludes them from being of the 
of »those whom Christ has received, to 
_ the glory of the Father, whether it be possible 
to hold it ‘with christian sincerity, and finally, 
whether its abettors will stand or oan in the 
— 


“if these are m the way 
which christian candour irresistibly ‘suggests, and 
which the judgment of our opponents approves, 
they conclude in favor of the admission of Pedo- 
baptists to communion, not Jess forcibly than 
if they had been mentioned by name; and all — 
attempts to evade them, must prove futile and 
abortive. If it be asserted on the contrary, 


that a mistake on the subject of baptism is not 4 4 


‘ comprehended in the above description, the 
passages adduced must be acknowledged irre- 
levant, and the whole controversy assumes a 


new 


presses on the Philippians the obligation of 
maintaining an uninterrupted harmony, and of — 
cultivating a fraternal affection to each other, 
even ‘while he is contemplating the possibility 
of their entertaining different apprehensions —_ 
respecting truth and duty. After proposing 
himself as an example of the renunciation of 
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he adds, “Let us therefore, as many as are 


perfect, as many as have obtained correct and 
enlarged views of the gospel, be thus minded; 
and if in any thing ye are otherwise minded or 


rather differently minded, possessing different 
views and apprehensions on certain subjects, 


God will reveal even this unto you.* Never- 


_ theless, wherein we have already attained, let 
us walk by the same rule, let us mind the same 
thing.” Here the case of a diversity of senti- 
‘ment arising among Christians is distinctly as- 
sumed, and the proper remedy suggested, which 
isnot the exercise of a compulsory power, much 
Jess a separation of communion, but the ardent 
pursuit of christian piety, accompanied with a 
humble dependance on divine teaching, which 
it may reasonably be expected, will in due time 
correct the errors and imperfections of sincere 
believers. The conduct to be maintained in 
the mean while, was a cordial co-operation in 
every branch of worship and of practice, with 
- Fespect to which they were agreed, without 
attempting to effect a unanimity by force; and 
this is precisely the conduct which we contend 
should towards our 


See an criticism on this passage Bishop Heseley’s 
Sermons, where the word eTégw¢, which is the key to the whole 


passage, is most happily elucidated.—Vol. 2, page 358. _ 


legal hopes, and the serious study of perfection, fection, 
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brethren. If they can be repelled from the 
Lord’s table, without violating both the letter 
and the spirit of the preceding and of similar 
admonitions, we are prepared, however reluc- 
tantly; to acquiesce in their exclusion; but if. 
they cannot, it deserves the serious considera-— 
tion of the advocates of that measure, how they 
can reconcile the palpable infringement of such — 
precepts with the scrupulous adherence to the — 
dictates of scripture, to which they make such 
loud pretensions. 


It will surely not be denied that the pre- 
cepts of the gospel are entitled to at least as 
much reverence as apostolical precedents, when 

it is remembered that the language of the — 
former, as is befitting laws, is clear and deter- 
minate, while inferences deduced from the 
latter are frequently subject to debate; not 
to remark, that if we consider the spirit of 
scripture precedent, it will be found aienaaieed 
in our favor. | 


When the daetene of exclusive communion 
are pressed with the conclusions resulting from — 
the passages we have quoted, and others of 
a similar tendency, their usual answer is that 
the inspired writers make. no mention of . bap- 
tism on these occasions, and that no allusion 
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is had to a diversity of opinion on the positive 


. institutions of the Gospel; which is perfectly 


true, and perfectly foreign to the purpose for — 


which it is alledged; for the question at issue 
is not what were the individual errors: we 


are commanded to tolerate, but what is the 


ground on which that measure is enforced, and 


_ whether it be sufficiently comprehensive to in- 


clude the Pedobaptists. That it is so, that’ 


they are actually included, can only be denied 
by affirming that they are precluded from divine 


acceptance, since it is precisely on that ground 


that St. Paul rests the plea of toleration. To 
object to the application of a general principle 


to a particular case, that it is not the identical 
one which first occasioned its enunciation, is — 


: egregious trifling, and would go to ‘the. sub- 


version of all general principles whatever, and 


consequently put an end to all reasoning. When 
a doubtful point in morality is to be decided 
by an appeal to a general principle, it is an es- 
sential property of such a principle to extend 
to more particulars than one; since if it did 
not, it would cease to be a principle, and the 
point in question’ would be left to be decided 
by itself; and if not self-evident, could admit 
of no decision whatever. When Nadab and 
|  Abihu, intoxicated with wine, offered strange 
fire upon the altar, and were struck with instant 
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fen the wenship of Ged: will be sanctified 
ofall them: that draw nigh unto me, and before - 
all the people will I be glorified.” Who can 
be at a loss to perceive the absurdity of limiting — 
that precept to the prohibition of intoxication, 
the crime which occasioned its first promulga- 
tion, instead of extending it to every mstance 
of levity and impiety, in an approach to the 
' divine Majesty. My consciousness of the ex- — 
_ treme. weight of prejudice which the truth 
has to encounter, together with the inap- 
titude of many who are most imterested in 
this controversy to ascend to first principles, 
is my only apology for insisting upon a point 
so. obvious; chusing rather to hazard the con- 
tempt of the wise, than not to impress con- — 


With such as admit the possibility of Peedo- 
baptists being saved, there remains in my ap- | 
prehension no alternative, but either to receive 
them into their communion without scruple, as _ 
comprehendcd within the apostolic canon, or to 
affirm that desision to be founded on erroneous 
grounds; which at once removes the contro- — 
versy to a superior tribunal, where they and | 
the Apostle must implead each other. Let us 
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however, briefly examine certain distinctions 
they have recourse to, in order to elude the 
force-of these passages. In the first place, it 
“been alleged that though we are com- 
' manded to receive our mistaken brethren, we 


are not instructed to receive them at the Lord’s 
table, or into the external communion of the 
church ; and that such injunctions are conse- 
quently irrelevant to the enquiry respecting 
the right of persons of a similar character to 
those external privileges of which they make 
no mention. “Is there no way,” say our 
opponents, “of receiving him that is weak 
in faith, but by admitting him to the Lord’s 
table? © Must the exhortation to receive a 
christian brother be confined to that single 
instance of true benevolence?’* To this we 


the term recewe must necessarily be limited 
to the single act of a reception at the Lord’s 
table ; but we affirm without hesitation, that he 
is not received in the sense of the Apostle, 
who is denied that privilege. Had the parties 


ture in point of communion, would they, in 


the judgment of our opponents, have complied | 


with the purport and of his 


Booth’s Apology, page 


reply that we know of none who assert that 


whom he addressed proceeded to an open rup- 
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ditus, and himself, where; an admission to the 


is included in christian fellowship! And be- 
_ cause the bare.admission of all the persons men- — 


And if, after adopting such a measure, they had 


_ appealed to the Apostle, whether there “were — 
no ‘other way of receiving their brethren but | 


by admitting them to the Lord’s table,” would 
he, or would he not, have considered himself — 
as mocked and insulted? Mr. Booth enume- 


rates many instances in St. Paul’s epistles, in 
_ which he enjoins Christians to recewve certain 


persons, such as Phoebe, Onesimus, Epaphra- — 


Lord’s table was not intended, but something 
which he informs us would manifest their 
love in a much higher degree.*| What a con-— 
vincing demonstration of the propriety of with- 
holding from persons of a similar character, 
that lower, that inferior token of esteem which 


tioned to the external communion of the church, 
did not satisfy the ardent benevolence of the _ 
Apostle, without more decided and discriminate — 


marks of attachment, nor answer in the opinion 
of our opponents to the full import of the word 
receive, the true method of realising his in- 
‘“tentions, is to reject the wate Phebe and 
Onesimus 
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© Supposing however,” says Mr. Booth, 

“that there were no way of receiving one 
that is weak in faith, but by admitting him 
to the Lord’s table, this text would be far 
from proving that which our opponents desire ; 
unless they could make it appear, that the 
person of whom the Apostle immediately speaks, 
were not members of the church of Rome, 
when he gave the advice.”* If there be any 
weight in this argument it must proceed on 
the supposition, that if the persons whom the 
Apostle enjoins the Romans to receive, had 
not been already members, there is no suf- 
ficient: ground for believing, notwithstanding 
the strain of his admonitions, that they would’ 

have been admitted. But is it possible 

suppose he would have recommended a class — 
of persons so earnestly to the affectionate regards — 
of a christian society, whom he -would not have 
previously deemed eligible to their communion ; 
or that the primitive discipline was so soon 
relaxed as to oceasion the continuance in the 
church, of such as would have, been originally 
deemed unworthy candidates? Most assuredly 
they who upon valid grounds would have been 


rejected if they had not already been members, 
were never permitted to boast the protection 
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_* Booth’s Apology, page 82. 
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and patronage of an inspired Apostle after 
they became such. In every well-ordered so- 


ciety, ‘the privileges attached to it are forfeited 
by that conduct in its members, whatever it 
be, which would have been an effectual obstacle 
to their admission, ‘and to suppose this maxim 
reversed in a ‘christian church, and that an 
Apostle would caress, protect, and commend 
persons who might justly have. been debarred 
from ‘entering, ‘is an absurdity which few minds 
can digest. ‘The necessity of recurring to such 
suppositions, is itself a sufficient confutation 


upon it dat 
conclusion can be drawn from ‘the command to— 

receive the ‘weak im faith, unless it could be 
shewn ‘that “they were unbaptised. But this 
mode of reasoning pursued to its consequences, 
would annihilate all the general-axioms of scrip- 
ture,* “and ‘considering the infinite diversity of 
human circumstances, render. them a most in- 
competent guide. If the Holy Spirit has been 
pleased to command us, without exception, to 


* «+ But aiimitting that to ‘be a fact,” says Mr. Booth, “ of which 
would not be just, except it were also proved, that the weak in faith 
were unbaptised, or at least so considered by their stronger brethren, — 
for that is the point in dispute between as,”"—Booth’s Apology, page 104. _ 
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receive the weak in faith, and instructed us in 
the grounds on which his decision proceeded, 
which is plainly the acceptance of such with 
God,;—if the Apostles acting under his direc- 
tion, governed the church on the same prin- 
ciples, and suffered no breach of communion 
to be effected, but on account of a vicious 
life, or fundamental. error, the criminality at- 


tached to an opposite course of procedure will 


be very little extenuated by a circumstantial 
difference in its objects. Had those whom the 
Apostles commanded their converts to tolerate, 
been wunbaptised, the inference in favor of 


Peedobaptists would unq-iestionably have been 
more obvious, but. not more certain, because’ 


nothing can be more evident than that they — 


urged the duty of toleration on a principle 
which, even in the judgment of our oppo- 
nents, equally applies. to the Pedobaptists, 


which is that the error in each case is compati- 


ble with a state of salvation, and may he mete 
with: an upright conscience. ae 


| 


| However systems opinions may 
truth is eternal ; and if these were solid grounds 


fk of mutual forbearance and indulgence hereto- 
- fore, they must still continue such; but if they 
were not, St. Paul must ‘be acknowledged to 


have reasoned | ‘inconclusively, and all idea of 
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plenary inspiration must be abandoned. As 
the case stands, the advocates of exclusive com- 
munion must either assert, in direct contra- 


diction to his statement, that the compatibility 
of an error with a state of salvation, and with | 
what comes nearly to the same point, the per-— 
fect sincerity of its abettor, is mot a sufficient — 
reason for its being tolerated in the church, 


or consign the Peedobaptists, who die in their sen- 


timents, to eternal destruction. In this dilemma, 


they are at liberty to adopt which position they 


In as it seem, to the 


mind of the reader on this part of the subject, | 


our opponents endeavor to confound that inter- 


position of mercy, by which impenitent sinners 


are introduced into a state of salvation, with 
the gracious acceptance of believers.* _ 


_* “ Yet permit, me to ask,” says Mr. Bootlr, “ is the divine con- 


duct, is the favor of God, or the kindness of Christ in receiving 
sinners, the rule of our proceeding in the administration of positive 


institutions? Whom does God, whom does Christ receive ? None but 
those who believe and profess faith in the Lord Messiah? Our brethren 
will not affirm it. For if divine compassion did not extend to the 


dead in sin; if the kindness of Christ did not relieve the enemies 


of God, none of our fellow race would ever be saved. But does 


‘it hence follow that we must admit the unbelieving, or the un- 
converted either to baptism or the holy supper? Our gracious 
-* Lerd freely accepts all that desire it and all that come, but are we 


bound to receive every one that communion with us —Booth's 
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With this view we are reminded that God 
 peceives such as are dead in sins. Whether it 
be safe to assert that God accepts the impeni- 
tent at all, while their impenitence’ continues, 
I shall not stay to enquire: it is certain they. 
are not received in the same sense as genuine 
Christians, nor in the sense the Apostle in- 
tended when he enjoined forbearance towards — 
the weak in faith. That Christ receives men 
tn their sins, so as to adopt them into his family, 
and make them heirs of eternal life, is a doc- 
trine offensive to pious ears, most remote from 
the language of scripture, and from all sober 
theology. But if they intend something es- 
sentially distinet from this, for what purpose 
is it introduced, except with a view to shelter 
themselves under the cover of an ambiguous | 
term, I am at a loss to conjecture. In the 
mean time, ‘it is obvious that the design of 
these contortions is to get rid if possible of a 
principle which originated not with us, but 
with St. Paul, that we ought to accept those 
whom we acknowledge Christ to have accepted. 
This is still more evident, when we find them 
adducing the excommunication of unworthy 
members, such as the incestuous men. at. Co- 
rinth, who it i is asserted was all along an object 
of divine fayor, as a proof that the rule which — 
that inspired writer has laid down, may be 
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safely neglected. In.reply to which, it is suf- 
ficient. to ask, in what light was. the incestuous 


person regarded,* when he declared, his de- 


termination to deliver him to Satan for the 
destruction of the flesh. Was it under the cha- 
racter of a member of Christ, or an enemy to 


the gospel ? If we believe his own represen- 


tation, he deemed it necessary for him to be 
expelled as an infectious leaven, the continu-— 
ance of which would corrupt the whole’ mass ; 
so that whatever proofs of repentance he might 
afterwards exhibit, these could have no influ- 
ence on the principle on which he was excluded. 
When the professors of Christianity are guilty 
of deliberate violation of the laws of. Christ, 
they are to be treated agreeable to the con- 
duct they exhibit, as bad men, with a hope that 
the severity of discipline may reclaim and re- 
store them to the paths of rectitude. 


To justify the of com- 
munion, by placing. Pedobaptists, who, form 


the body of the on the same 


| 


gorpel says Mr. Booth, sometimes 


obliged to exclude from their communion those whom he has received, 


as appears from the case of the incestuous person in the church of 
Corinth. And have those churches which practise free communion 
never excluded any for scandalous backslidings, whom notwithstand- 


Apology, page 106. 
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impure and vicious lives, is equally 
repugnant to reason, and offensive to charity ; 
at the same time that it is manifest from this 
mode of reasoning, that the measure contended 
for is considered in the light of punishment. 
Whether our Pedobaptist brethren are the 
proper objects of it, or whether it is adopted 
to promote the only legitimate ends of punish- 
ment, must be left to future enquiry. — 
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which, forme one of principal articles. in 
sense, Jesus Christ is affirmed to be “head 
tothe church, which his . 
It ie im. this collective view of it, that 
When the term is 
employed to denote a particular 


to convene, as for example, the church 
at Eiphesus, or at Rome. it 
is manifest from 
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alliance in question. In their judgment at 
least, since faith precedes the application of 
water, the only means of unison are possessed | 
by the abettors of infant sprinkling equally | 
with themselves; who are therefore equally 
of the “body of Christ, and members in par- 
ticular.” But since the Holy Ghost identifies 
that body with the church, explaining the one 
by the other, (“for his body’s sake, which is the 


— 


| church,”) it seems impossible to deny that they 
te are fully entitled to be considered in the catho- 
ie lic sense of the term, as members of the chris-— 
ti tian church. And as the universal church is 
i nothing more than the collective body of the 


faithful, and differs only from a particular 
assembly of Christians, as the whole from a 
part, it is’ equally impossible to deny that a 
Pedobaptist society is, in the more limited 


what different, we shall be conducted to the — 
same conclusion, and be compelled to confess 
that Peedobaptist societies are, or at least may 
‘be, notwithstanding the practice of infant-— 
sprinkling, true churches. The idea of plu- 
rality, it will be. admitted, adds nothing to the 
mature of the object to which it is attached. . 
_ ‘The idea of a number of men differs nothing 
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in kind from that of a single man, except that — 
it involves a repetition, or multiplication of the 
_ same idea. But the term church is merely a 
‘numerical term, denoting a multitude, or an 
assembly of men ; and for the same reason that 
a number of men meeting together constitutes 
‘an assembly, or church,* in the most compre- 
hensive import of the word, so a number of 
Christians convened for the worship of God, 
constitutes a christian assembly or a church. 
‘Such an assembly will necessarily be modified 
by the character of the members which com- 
pose it; if their sentiments are erroneous, the 
church will proportionably imbibe a tincture 
of error; but to affirm that though it consists of 
peal christians, a society of such assembled for 
christian worship is not a true church, is to at- 
tribute to the idea of plurality or of number 
the power of changing the nature or essence — 
of the object with which it is united, which in- 
volves a contradiction to our clearest percep-— 
tions. If we adhere to the dictates of reason 


iS . of scripture, when we give the appellation 


a church to a particular society of Christ- 


ians, we shall mingle nothing in our concep- 
tions, beyond what enters into our ideas of 


“© Acts, xix. 32.—“ For the assembly was confused.” ‘The original 


word is the term usually rendered church. 
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‘an individual’ Christian, with the exce ption of 


this circumstance only, that it denotes a number 


of such individuals actually assembled, or wont 


to assemble for the celebration of divine wor- | 


“Though the definition of a church has 


ship. 


_ quisition, especially when that term has been 
applied exclusively to the clergy, the Baptists, 
I believe, are the only persons who have scru- 
pled to assign this appellation to societies ac- 
knowledged to consist of sincere and spiritual 
worshippers: a notion which, however repug- 
nant to the dictates of candour, or of common 
sense, is the necessary appendage of the prac- 
tice equally absurd, of confining their commu- 
nion to their own denomination. 


we trust to the satisfaction 
of the reader, that pxdobaptism is not an error 
of such magnitude, as to prevent the society 
which maintains it from being deemed a true 
church, I proceed to observe that to repel the 
members of such a society from communion, 
is the very essence of schism. Schism is a 
causeless and unnecessary separation from the 
church of Christ, or from any part of it; and 


that secession cannot urge the plea of necessity, — 


where mo concurrence in what is deemed evil, 
no approbation of error or superstition, is in- 


often been the occasion of much confused dis-— 
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it proceeds t 


to the’ 


by! admitting a Pedobaptist to the Lord’s 
_ supper, no sanction whatever is given to infant- 


— no act of concurrence is involved 


implied ; 
would 


nothing ‘is done, or left undone,. 
have not been equally so, if his 


attendance were withdrawn. Under such cir- 
cumstances, the necessity of preserving the 
purity of worship, or of avoiding an active co- 


what we deem sinful or erro-— 


Operation in 
neous,'the only justifiable ground of separation, 
has no place, The objection to his admission 


is founded solely on a disapprobation of a par- 
ticular practice considered, not as it aflects us, 
since no part of our religious practice is influ- 


demerits. 


but in relation to its intrinsic 


Division amongst Christians, especially when 


fraught with 


o a breach of communion, is so 
scandal, and so utterly repug- 


suffrages of 
concurred in 
occasion to 


genius of the gospel, that the 
the whole christian world have 
regarding it as an evil, on no 
incurred, but for the avoidance 


of a greater,—the violation of conscience. 


Whenever 


it becomes impossible to continue 


ma religious community, without concurring 


in practices, and sanctioning abuses, which the 
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word: of condemns, a secession is. justified 
bythe apocalyptic voice, “Come out of her 
my ‘people, that ye be not. partakers of _ her 
in parting from the Roman Hierarchy, ad 
mits of an ample vindicafior 
of the introduction of supendiiens rites and 
ceremonies, it became impracticable to con- 


tinue in her communion, without partaking of 


her sins; and for a similar reason the Non- 
conformists seceded from the Church of England, 
where ceremonies were enforced, and. an eccle- 
siastical polity established, incompatible as they 
conceived, with the purity and simplicity of 
‘the christian institute. In each of these cases, 
the blame of schism did not. attach to. the 
separatists, but to that spirit of imposition 
which rendered such a measure requisite. seas 
each instance, it was an act, of self- one ration, ° 
rendered unavoidable by the highest neces 
‘that of declining ‘to concur in at t which 
their conscience revolted. But what similarit 


advocates of strict communion Th 


the others: their 
qhjectis not to preserve the worship in which 
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and to deny ‘them the’ privileges’ of the visible 
‘on’ account of a difference of opinion, 
‘on themselvés, nor 


ropose to build 


ed, as we the 
while for a conduct so monstrous 
uded from the 


to modify their worship, 
exercise of private 


they are not called to renounce 
tenets on the subject of baptism, 


societies who have no fellowship or intercourse 
the: New ‘Testament. will perceive, 


ye | 
| 
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‘Upon principle for which I am 


| on the consciences OF tneir 
deemed fundamental. he 
a’ church, upon the princ 
of a multitude of societies, which they 
‘Must either 
oy e 
or be 
absurdity ; 
and unnatt 
— | 
judgment 
contending, 
their peculiz 
nor to express their approbation of a contrary 
practice; but simply not to sever themselves ; 
s 
from the body of Christ, nor refuse to unite 
with his church: | 
nat: nothing more repugnant to the dictate | 
of inspiration, or to’ the practice firs! 
and’ purest age, can be conceiv we j 


= 


ene church of Christ, and one only, in which 
when hhew assemblies of Christians arose, they 
were considered not as multiplying, but diffu- 
sing it; : not as destroying. its, unity, or im- 


together on the same foundation, as a mere 
accession to the beauty and grandeur of the 
mother, exulted in her numerous offspring, 
who were all equally cherished in. :her bosom, 
and grew at her side. As the necessity of 


departing from these maxims, or of appearing 


to depart from them at least, by forming 
sepatate societies, arose entirely from. that 


spirit of.ecclesiastical tyranny and superstition 


which was, gradually developed, so a similar 
measure is justifiable as far as that necessity 
extends, and no farther. In the case of strict 
‘it has no ‘place whatever. In that 

“it is not a defensive, but an offensive 
measure; it is not an assertion of Christian 


liberty, by encroachment ; it is itself 


iit hment on the freedom of 
ship pure, but to enforce a eagentapanlty ‘to our 
views, in .a point acknc 
to salvation. the. of ‘the. church 


pairing its harmony, but being fairly compacted 
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nothing but a series of animosities and: divisions 
can ensue, the experience of past ages» has 
rendered sufficiently ‘evident:; If amidst the 
infinite diversity of: opinions, each society deems 
it necessary. to render its own peculiarities the 
basis of their union, as though the design of 

hristians in forming themselves into a church, 
were not to exhibit: the greatprinciples. of 
the gospel, but to give publicity and effect to 
party distinctions, all hope of restoring chris- 
tian harmony and unanimity, must be abandoned. 


became many confederacies. 


If once that a 


associating. for christian worship have a right 
to enact as terms of communion, something 
more than is included in the terms of salvation, 
the question suggested by St. Paul “is Christ 


" divided,” is utterly futile: what he considered 
as a solecism is reduced to practice, and esta- 


blished ‘by law... How is it possible to attain 


Or preserve unanimity in the absence of an in- 
 telligible ‘standard; and when we feel ourselves 
at liberty to depart precedent, 


rin yl 


remonstrance, and. scriptural argument, but 
made the: pretext: of ai breach of communion, 


When churches are thus constituted, instead of 
enlarging the sphere of christian charity, ‘they 
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and to affect a greater nicety and ‘scrupulosity 


in the separation of the ‘precious and the vile, 


when: we follow 
the guidance of private partialities and predi- 


lections, without pretending to regulate our 


conduct ‘by the pattern of our great Master ;* 
who is at a loss to perceive the absolute impos-_ 
sibility of preserving the unity of ‘the spirit in 
the bond of peace?) Of what is essential to 
salvation, it is not difficult to judge: the quiet 
of the conscience requires that the information 
on this subject should be clear and precise ; 
whatever is beyond, is involved in comparative 


on mind fee from prejudice such insian- 


taneous conviction, as scarcely to admit of formal 
proof. - Of this nature is the following position, 


in selecting the materials 


purity and 


fourider; and those whom he forms and actuates 
by his spirit, and-admits to communion with 
hiinself, are sufficiently qualified for the com- 
munion of mortals. What can be alledged 
‘im contradiction to a truth so indubitable and 
(futile:in-relation tothe present subject) betwixt 


which 


to aspire to a greater 


of'a church, than are observed by its divine 


Nothing but a futile distinction — 
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and defective 


the instance of immoral professors, who though 
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the moral, and the positive parts, of Christianity. 


We are told again and again that the Lord’s 
supper is a positive and arbitrary institution, 
in consequence of which the right to it, is not 
to be judged of by moral considerations, and 
general reasonings, but by express er 
tion and command. 


Willing to meet objectors on their own 
ground, we request them to point us to the 
passage in the code of inspiration, where unbap- 
tised Christians are forbidden to participate ; and 
all the answer we receive, consists merely of those 
inferences and arguments from analogy, against 
which they protest, so that it appears our oppo- 
nents, unsupported. by the letter of scripture, 


are obliged to have recourse to general reason- 


ing, not Jess than ourselves, however lame 
-may be. 


When we urge thom with the fact that all 
genuine Christians are received by Christ, and 


that his conduct in’ this instance is proposed 


as a pattern for our imitation, they are com- 


 pelled to shift their ground ; and although: it is 


evident to every one who reflects that we mean 


to assert the obligation of adhering to that 


example, only as far as it is known, they adduce — 


} 


rejected the theme. But how, we ask, are 
we ‘to ascertain’ the fact that such persons are 
accepted of Christ, ‘all give proof of their 
repentance? Is it precisely the same thing 
to neglect a known. rule of action, as to cease 
to follow it, when it is involved in hopeless 
obscurity ? Admitting for argument’s sake 
that disorderly livers have uninterrupted union 
with the Saviour, it is impossible we should — 
know it, while they continue impenitent, and 
therefore, on such occasions, it ceases to be a 
rule. But. in \rejecting Pedobaptists in the 
mass, they reject.a numerous class of Christians 
whom they. know and acknowledge, to be 
temples of the Holy Ghost. If the two cases_ 
are parallel, we acknowledge the justice of the 
conclusion; if not, what more futile and ab- 
surd? Let it be remembered, however, that 
all this quibbling and tergiversation, are em- — 
ployed to get rid of an apostolic canon, and 
that they bear upon our principles in no other 
sense, than as they tend to nullify or impair the 
force of an inspired maxim. .If we are in 
an error, we deem at mp small ‘felicity to 


mitted to remark an inconsistency. in the con-— 
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duct ‘our opponents, connected with this 
2 part of the subject, which has often excited my 
- surprise. Disclaiming, as they do, all commu- 
with Pesdobaptists, and refusing to ac-— 
knowledge them as’ a legitimate part of the 
_ christian church, we should naturally expect they 
would shun every approach to such a recog- 
nition of them with peculiar care in devotional 
exercises, in solemn addresses to the Deity. 
Nothing, on the contrary, is more common 
than the interchange of religious services be- 
twixt Baptists and Independents, in which the 
_ Pedobaptist minister is solemnly recommended 
to the Supreme Being as the pastor of the 
church, and’ his ‘blessing earnestly implored 
_ on the relation ‘they stand in to each other ; 

nor is it unusual for a Baptist to officiate at 
the ordination of an Independent minister, by 
delivering a charge, or inculcating the duties 
of the people, in a discourse appropriated to 
the occasion. ‘They feel no objection to have 
communion with Pebobaptists in prayer and 
_ praise, the most solemn of all acts’ of worship, 
even on an. occasion immediately connected 
_ with the recognition of a religious society ; 
but no sooner does the idea of the eucharist 
occur, than it operates like a spell, and all 
this language is changed, and these sentiments 
vanish. It is surely amusing to behold a 
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person solemnly inculcating the reciprocal duties 
of a relation, which on his principles has no 
existence ; and interceding expressly in behalf 
of a pastor anda church, when if we credit 


his representations at other times, that church 


is illegitimate,’ and the title of pastor con- 


sequently a mere usurpation. Although 
must be acknowledged that the approach of 


Pesdobaptists to the sacred table is on. their 
principles a presumptuous intrusion, it is seldom 


that the advocates of strict communion feel any 


scruple in attempting, by devotional exercises, 


to prepare the mind for the right 


of what they are accustomed to stigmatise as 


radically wrong. For my part, I am 


the sentiments, requisite in addressing the Deity, 
than in discoursing with their fellow mortals? 
Or is it not more candid to suppose that devo- 
tion elevates them to a higher region, where 
they breathe a freer air, and look down upon 
the petty subileties of a thorny, disputatious 


theology, with a just and sovereign contempt ?- 


at a loss to reconcile these discrepancies. Is it | 
that they consider less attention to truth, a less 
exact correspondence betwixt the language and 
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_ ground of his supposed criminality ; of his embrac- 
_ ing heretical sentiments, or living a vicious life. 
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Section 4. 


i 
i 


The exclusion of Pedobaptists from the Lord's 


‘Tae refusal of the eucharist to a ii 
of Christianity can be justified only on the 


As the sentence of exclusion is the severest the 


can inflict, and no punishment just, 
bet in’ propc ti 
delinquency, it follows of course that he who 
incurs the total privation of church-privileges, 
must be considered eminently in the light of 
offender. 
was separated from the church at Corinth, 

_ it was regarded by St Paul as a punishment, 
and that of no ordinary magnitude: “ sufli- 
cient,” said he, “is this punishment, which 
was inflicted of many.” Nor is there any 
difference, with respect to the present inquiry, 
betwixt the refusal of a candidate, and the ex- 
- pulsion of a member ; since nothing will justify 


1 to the degree of preceding 


When the incestuous person 


the former of these measures, which might 


not be equally alledged in vindication of the 
latter. : Both amount to a declaration of the 


parties being unworthy to communicate. The — 
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fanguage held by our opponents is sufficiently 


decisive on this head. “it is not every one,” 
says Mr. Booth, “that is received of Jesus 
Ohrist, who is entitled to communion at. his 
table; but such, and such only, as revere his 
authority, submit to his ordinances, and obey 
the.laws,of his house.’’* , Hence to be consistent 
with themselves, they must impute to Pedo- 
baptisis. universally, a degree of delinquency 


 equal.to that which attaches. to the most flagrant 


breaches of immorality ; and deem them equally 
guilty in. the sight of God, with those unjust 
persons,.idolaters, revellers, and extortioners, 
the kingdom of heaven. For if the guilt im- 
puted in this instance, is acknowledged to be 

a, totally different order from that which 
belongs to. the openly vicious and prophane, 
sentence ; and where is the equity of animad-— 


refuse to toierate every species of imperfection 
in. their members, which in their judgment is 
equally criminal with the Peedobaptist error; but 
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tiality, is too obvious to. admit of a question: 
In ‘churches whose discipline is the most rigid, 
it: will mot be denied that many’ are tolerated, 
who are. chargeable with conduct more offensive 
the sight of God,» than a misconception 


‘of the nature a positive will 


they assert that a Brainerd, a Doddridge} ora 
_ Leighton; had more to answer for at the su- 
_preme tribunal, on the score of infant ‘baptism, — 
than: the most’ doubtful: of those imperfect — 
Christians, whom they retain without “scruple 
in their communion. Let them remember too, 
that this reasoning proceeds not on the prin- 
ciple of the innocence of error in general, or 
involuntary, of a positive precept: we wish 
sel to be informed, on what principle of equity 


equiv 


of St. Paul which 
have already been wowearne noticed, where he 
enforces the duty of reciprocal toleration, we 


insisting on certain circumstances, 


adapted to diminish the moral estimate of the 
errors in question, and to shew that they in- 
yolyed a very inconsiderable portion of blame, 
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statement of their not being fundamental, of 
the possibility of their bemg held with a pure 
conscience, and the certainty that both parties 
were equally comprehended within the terms of 


salvation. In thus attempting to form an esti- 


mate of the magnitude of the mistakes and 
_ misconceptions of our fellow christians in a 
moral view, for the purpose of regulating our 
treatment of) them, we are justified by the 
highest authority; and the only rational en- 


 quiry seems to be, whether infant-baptism 


is really more criminal than those acknow- 


ledged. imperfections, which are allowed to be | 


proper objects of christian forbearance. If it 


to-reconcile this assertion with the high enco- 


miums they are wont to bestow on Peedobaptists, | 


many of whom they feel no hesitation in class- 
‘ing, on other occasions, with the most eminent 


exempt from blame, we are not contending ; 
but this strange combination of vice and virtue 
in; the same persons, by which they are at 
once justly excluded from the church as crimi- 
nal, and extolled as saints, is perfectly incom- 


compared to that which the zealots, on either 
side, were disposed to impute. Such is the | 


saints upon earth. That they are perfectly 


prehensible.. The advocates of this doctrine 
attempt ito :conceal deformity, by employing 
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their conduct. Still the question returns, is 
this imputed irregularity, innocent, or criminal? 
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an and. and 
instead of speaking of Peedobaptists in the 

terms their system demands, are fond of apply- 
ing the epithets, irregular, disorderly, &c. to 


If the former, why punish it at aH? If the 


_ latter, -surely the punishment should be pro- 


portioned to the guilt; and if it exceed the 
measure awarded to offences equally aggravated, 


we must either pronounce it unjust, or con- 


found the distinction of right and wrong. But 


if the forfeiture of all the privileges attached 


to christian society, is incurred merely by 


infant-baptism, while numerous imperfections 


both in sentiment and practice are tole- 
rated in the same church, it cannot be denied — 
that the former is treated with more severity 
than the latter. If it be more criminal, such 
treatment is just; but if a Doddridge and a 
Leighton were not, even in the judgment of 


our opponents, necessarily more criminal in the 


sight of God than the most imperfect of those 
whom they retain in their communion, it is nei- 
ther just if ienellf nor upon their own principles. 


we consider the matter in light, 


the ‘measure under consideration, will appear — 


= a equally incapable of vindication. As it is un- 
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questionablyof ‘the. nature. of punishment, so 
the infliction, .of every. speciesof punishment 
is’ out of “place, which: has-no tendency to 


reform the offender, or to benefit others by his 
example; which are its only legitimate ends. 


Whatever is beside these purposes, isa useless 


‘waste of suffering, equally condemned by the 


dictates. of reason and religion. The appli- 


cation of ‘this principle to the case — us, 


18 
Tam te spiri- 
tual power, with which: Christ has armed 
church. It is a high and mysterious one, which 
has no parallel on earth. Nothing, in the order 
of means; is equally adapted to awaken com- 
punction in the guilty, with spiritual censures 
impartially administered: the sentence of ex- 
communication in particular, harmonising with 


the dictates of conscience, and re-echoed by 
her voice, is truly terrible: it is the voice 


of God, speaking through its legitimate organ, 
which he who despises, or neglects, ranks 
with ‘heathen-men and publicans,” joins the 
synagogue of Satan, and takes his lot with 
an unbelieving world, doomed to perdition — 


Excommunication is a sword which, strong in- 


its: apparent weakness, and the sharper, and 
more keenly edged for being divested of all 
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sensible and exterior envelopements, lights im~ 
mediately on the spirit, and inflicts a wound 


__ which no balm can cure, no ointment can mollify, 


but which must continue to ulcerate and burn, 


- till healed by the blood of atonement, applied 
by penitence and prayer. In .no instance is 


that axiom more fully verified, “the weakness 
of God is stronger than men, and the foolish- 
ness of God is wiser than men,” than in the 


discipline of his church. By incumbering it 
with foreign aid, they have robbed it of its real 
strength; by calling in the aid of temporal — 
pains and penalties, they have removed it from 

the spirit to the flesh, from its contact with 
eternity, to unite it to secular interests; and 


as the corruption of the best things, is the 
worst, have rendered it the scandal and re- 
proach our holy 


While it retains its dential as a spiritual 
ordinance, it is the chief bulwark against the 
disorders which threaten to overturn religion, 
the very nerve of virtue, and next to the 
preaching of the cross, the principal antidote 
to the “corruptions that are in the world 


pies the place of laws in a state; and as a 
kingdom, however excellent its constitution, 
will inevitably sink into a state of extreme 


through lust.” Discipline in a church occu- 
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wretchéedness, in which laws are either not 
énacted, or not duly administered ; so a church 
which pays no attention to discipline, will either 
fall into confusion, or into a state so much worse, 
that little or nothing remains worth regulating. 
The right of inflicting censures, and of pro- 
ceeding in extreme cases to excommunication, 
is an essential branch of that power with which 
the church is endowed, and bears the same 
relation to discipline that the administration of — 
criminal justice, bears to the general principles 
of government. When this right is exerted 
in upholding the “faith once delivered to the 
saints,” or enforcing a conscientious regard to 
the laws of Christ, it maintains its proper place, 
and is highly beneficial. Its cognizance of 
‘doctrine is justified by apostolic authority: | 
“a heretic afler two or three admonitions 
reject ;” nor is it to any purpose to a the 
difference betwixt ancient heretics and modern, | 
‘or that to pretend to distinguish truth from 
error is a practical assumptiou of infallibility. 
While the truth of the gospel remains, a funda- 
mental contradiction to it is possible, and the dif- 
- ficulty of determining what is so, must be exactly 
proportioned to the difficulty of ascertaining the 
import of revelation, which he who aflirms to 
be insurmountable, ascribes to it such an obscu- 
rity as must defeat its primary purpose. — 
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He who, contends that no agreement in doc- 
trine is essential to communion, must, if he 
understands) himself, either mean to assert that 

aristianity contains no fundamental truths, 
or that it is not necessary that a member of 
a church, should be a christian. The first 
of these positions sets aside the necessity of 
faith altogether; the last is a contradiction 
in terms. Fer these reasons, it is required 
that the. operation. of discipline should extend 


to. speculative errors, no less than to practical 


enormities. But since it is not pretended that 
Peedobaptists are heretics, it is evident that 
they are not subject to the cognizance of 
the church, under. that character. As they 
differ from us merely in the interpretation of 
a particular precept, while they avow the same 


deference to the legislator; the proper anti- 


dote to their error is calm, dispassionate argu- 
ment, not the exercise of power. Let us 
present the. evidence on which our practice 
is grounded, as clearly as possible, and to 


the greatest advantage, to which the display. 


of a conciliating spirit will contribute more 


than a little; but to proceed with a high 


hand, and attempt to terminate the dispute 
by authority, involves an utter misconception 
of the true nature and object of discipline, 
which ‘is_never to decide what is or 
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to ‘elucidate what is obscure, but to promul- 
gate the sentence which the immutable laws — 
of ‘Christ have provided, with the design 
in the first place, of ,compunction 
in the breast of the offender,” ‘and next of 
profiting others by his example. The solemn 
decision of a christian assembly, that an indi- 
_ vidual has forfeited his right ‘to ‘spiritual pri- — 
vileges, and is henceforth consigned to the — 
kingdom of Satan, is an awful’ proceeding, 
only inferior in terror to the. ‘sentence va 


But what is it which it sO formidable? > 
It is its accordance with the. moral nature of 
man, its harmony with the.dictates of conscience, 
which gives it all its force. When, on the 
contrary, the pious inquirer is satisfied with 
his own conduct, viewing it with approbation | 
and complacency; when he is fortified, as in 
the present instance, by the example of a great . 
majority of the christian world, who are ready — 
to receive him with open arms, and to applaud 
him for the very practice which has provoked it, 
how vain is it to expect that. his exelusion from 
a particular church, will operate a change ? 
When he learns too, that his supposed error is 
not pretended to be fatal, but such as may be 
held witha good conscience, and with faith 
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best of men, it is easy to foresee what sen- 


timents he will feel towards the authors of such 


a. measure, and how little he will be prepared 


to examine ‘impartially ‘the evidence of that 
particular opinion, which has occasioned it. 


Such a proceeding,’ not having the remotest 


tendency to inform, or to alarm the conscience, 


is ineffectual to every purpose of discipline; 
and as it. professedly comprises nothing of the 


nature of argument, no light can be derived — 


from it, towards the elucidation of a controverted 
question. It interposes by authority, instead 


of reason, where authority can avail nothing, 


_and reason is all mall: and while it is con- 


_ temptible as an instrument employed to compel 
unanimity, its power of exciting prejudice and 


disgust is unrivalled. Such are the mischiefs 


resulting from confounding together the pro- 


vinces of discipline and of argument; and since 
the practice which we have ventured to oppose, 


if it have any meaning, is intended to operate as" 


a punishment, without answering one of the 
ends for which it is inflicted, it is. high time 
it were consigned to 


There is suficiently 
related to the part of the subject before us, 
to justify may introducing it here, as I would 


Ly 


| 
q 
2 


— 


4 
4 
3 
if ‘ 


144 


wish to ayoid the unnecessary multiplication of 
divisions:. Whatever criminality attaches to 


the practice of free communion, must entirely 
consist in sanctioning the improper conduct 


of the parties with whom we unite; and if it 
be wrongto join with Pedobaptisis at the 


Lord’s table, it must be still more so in them 
to celebrate it. When an action allowed in 
itself to be innocent or commendable, becomes 
improper, as performed in conjunction with 
another, that impropriety must result solely 
from the moral incompetence to that action, 
of the party associated. Thus in the instance 
before us, it must be assumed. that Pedo- 
baptists are morally culpable in approaching 


the sacred symbols, or the attempt to crimi~ 


: nate us for sanctioning them in that practice, — 
‘would be ridiculous. As it is allowed that every _ 


baptised believer not only may partake, but 
ought to partake, of that spiritual repast, his 


uniting with Peedobaptists on that occasion, is 
liable to objection on no other ground than 


that it may be considered as intimating his 
approbation of their conduct in that parti- 


cular. Upon the principles of our opponents, — 
their approach is not only sinful, but sinful to 

such a degree, as to communicate a moral taint 
to what, in other circumstances, would be deem- 
ed.an actof obedience. Here the first question 
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—Are the advocates of infant- 
baptism criminal in the Lord’s 


which we suppose them to have misconceived, 
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table? 
Be it that our controversy with 
them respects the ordinance of baptism only, 


and that it has no relation to the only remaining 
positive institute. Believing, as many of them 
unquestionably do, that they are as truly bap- 
tised as ourselves, and there being no contro- 
versy betwixt us on the subject of the eucha- 
rist, it is impossible for them, even on the prin- 
ciples of our opponents, to entertain the least 

scruple respecting the obligation of attending — 
to that ordinance. Admitting it possible for 
them to believe what they uniformly and inva- 
riably profess, they cannot fail of being fully 
convinced, that it is their duty to communicate. 
Under these circumstances ought they to com- 
municate, or ought they not? If we answer in 
the neguties,: we must affirm that men ought 
not to pursue that course which, after the most 
mature deliberation, the unhesitating dictates 
of conscience suggest ; which would go to ob- 
literate and annul the only immediate rule of 


human action. Nor can it be objected with 


truth, that the tendency of this reasoning is 
to destroy the absolute difference betwixt right 
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That apart from human judgments, there is 
an intrinsic, moral difference in actions we 


freely admit, and hence results the previous — 
obligation of informing the mind, by a diligent — 


attention to the dictates of reason and religion, 
and ‘of delaying to act till we have sufficient 


- light ;- but in entire consistence with this, we 
affirm that where there is no hesitation, the 
criterion of wnmediate duty is the ‘suggestion 


of conscience ; whatever guilt may have been 


and impartial inquiry. That this, under. the 
modifications already specified, is the only cri- 
terion, is sufficiently evident from the impos- 
sibility of conceiving any other. If it lead 
(as it easily may, from the Pa of the pre- 


tion from absolute rectitude, we must not con+ 
cur manite the action in which such deviation is 
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~ To apply these principles to the case before 
‘us. Whatever blame we may be disposed to 


attribute to the abettors of infant-baptism, on 


the score of previous inattention, or prejudice, 


as there is nothing im their principles to cause | 


them ‘to hesitate respecting the obligation of 


the eucharist, it is unquestionably their imme- 


previously incurred, by the neglect of serious 


vious inquiry already mentioned,) to a devia- 
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guilty: deliberate and wilful offence were 
it: And as) it is: their: duty 
compliance with ‘the dictates 
of ‘sanc- 
‘toning in by! the appro- 
bation” ‘implied in joint As: far 
as they: are concerned,’ the case seems: clear’; 
and sanction is ‘given to criminal con+ 
duct. It: remains to’ be considered only how 
the action is situated with respect to ourselves ; 
and here the decision is still. more | easy, for the 
action to which we are in is not only 
consistent ‘with rectitude, but be allowed 
by. all: parties to: be an instance of obedience, 
but» for the concurrence of Pzedobaptists.— 
Thus much may suffice in answer to the first 
question, respecting the supposed criminality 
of the. act of communion as performed by 
the advocates of infant-baptism:. a criminality 
— which must be assumed as the sole basis of 
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ypponents’ reasoning turns upon the disqua - 
lification of Pwedobaptists for the Lord’s supper, 
it is surprising that we rarely, if ever, find 


them ‘contemplate the subject in that light, or 
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advert tothe ctiminality of breaking down that 
saered The subordinate agents are se- 
the principal offenders scarcely 
noticed: and if: my reader, be disposed: to gra- 
tify “his curiosity by making collection of all | 
the uncandid: strictures which have been passed 
upon ‘the advocates of Pedobaptism, it is more 
than’ probable, the charge of prefaning’ the 
Lord's supper, would not be found,among the 
number. Yet/thisis the orgenal sin; this 
the epidemic evil, . as widely: diffused as the 
existence of Pzedobaptist communities: and if 
it be of: such nature as te attach a portion of 
guilt\te whatever comes into. contact with it; 
it must, considering its extensive prevalence, 
be one of crying enormities: It is an 
sacrifice of the mass: it is a pollution which 
(with»the exception of one sect only,) attaches 
to all‘flesh, and is unblushingly avowed by the 
professors of Christianity in every part of the 
universe; And what. is most. surprising, the 
only persons who have discovered it, instead: of 
lifting up their voice, maintain a profound si- 
lence; and while they are sufficiently liberal 
in|their censures on the popular error respect- 
ing baptism, are not heard to breathe a mur- 
mur against this enormous abuse. . In truth 
they are.so little impressed with it, that they 
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urging it, even’ where the sof 
it -would ‘seem unavoidable. ‘When: they are 
rebuking us for joining with our Padobaptist 
brethren in partaking of a sacrament for which 
they. are “supposed ‘to: want the due qualifica- 
tions, it is not their. _presumption in approach- 
‘Ing-on which they insist, -as might be reason- 
ably: expected ; on that subject they are silent, — 
winle they vehemently imveigh ‘against 
‘imaginary countenance we afford to the neg- 
lect of baptism. ‘Thus. they persist in’ con- 
struing our conduct, not into an approval of 
that act of communion in which we -are en- 
i but into a tacit admission of the validity 
of infant-baptism, against which we are known _ 
to remonstrate. In short, they are disposed to - 
attack our practice in any point, rather than in 
that in which, if we are wrong, it is. alone 
vulnerable, that of its being an expression of 
our approbation of Pedobaptists celebrating 
the eucharist. ‘In the same spirit, when they 
have once procured the exclusion of the ob- 
noxious: party from their assemblies, they are 
completely satisfied ; their communion elsewhere 
gives them no concern, though it must be al- 
lowed, on the supposition of the pretended dis- 
qualification, the evil remains in its full force. 
Nor are they ever known to remonstrate with © 
them on this its continu- 
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ance; nor should they afterwards become con- 
-_-yverts to ourdoctrine, to recall it to their atten- 

tion, with a view to excite compunction and  §§§ 
remorse; so that this is perhaps the only sin it 
for which men are ‘never»called.to repentance; § § 
and.of which no man: has been known to repent. 
When, our Lord dismissed the) woman taken 
if | in adultery, though he did not proceed to judge 
her, he solemnly charged her to sen no more: 
the advocates) for strict communion, when they 
-_ _ dismiss Peedobaptists, give them no such charge; 
their Janguage seems to be;—* Go, sin by 

facts ‘is, that. they possess an inter- 
&§ _ mal.conviction that the class of Christians whom 
a they. proscribe, would be guilty of a great im- 
“propriety in, declining to. communicate in the 
sacramental elemenis; and that the union of 
Baptists with them in that solemnity, ois, con- 
sidered so far from being diable to the impu- 
tation of “partaking in other men’s sins,’’ that 
it isnot only lawful, but commendable. 
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On the of the 
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80 haioupattondedt as to be incapable of being 
_ deduced from some’ general ‘rule, ‘or of: being 
resolved into some’ comprehensive’ principle, 
founded on reason, or revelation, we ‘may be 
perfectly assured, it is not: obligatory. What- 
ever is matter of duty,» is a part of ‘some 
whole, the relation to which is susceptible of 
proof, either by the express decision of serip- 
ture, or ‘by: general reasoning ; and a point 
of practice perfectly insulated, and disjoined 
from the general system of duties,’ whatever 
support it may derive from prejudice, custom, 
or caprice, can never be satisfactorily vindicated.. 
From want of attention to this axiom, both the 
world and the church have in different periods, 
been overrun with innumerable forms of su-— 
_perstition and folly; to which the only’ effee- 
tual antidote, is an appeal to principles. Unless 
I am much mistaken, the question under dis- 
cussion will afford a striking exemplication of 
the: ent this remark. If it be found 
a medium betwixt the tole- 
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ration of all opinions in religion, and the 


restriction of it, to errors not fundamental, 
the practice of exclusive communion must be 
abandoned, because .it is neither more nor less 
than an, attempt, to establish such a medium. 
By errors not fundamental, 1 mean such as are 


admitted, to) consist with a, state of grace and 


salyation ;.such as, are pot supposed to prevent 
their abettors from being accepted of God.— 
Wath. such .as,,contend for the tmdiscriminate 
admission, of doctrines. on; the one, hand, or 
with the abettors of rigid uniformity, who allow 


no since. ‘we concur. our oppo- 
while we are ‘tenacious ofthe as it is 


to the: Lof the 
pious is due,from a regard to the dictates of 
inspiration, andthe nature of man. The-only 


subject. of..controversy is, how far that for-— 


bearance is.to be extended: we, assert to every 


diversity .of judgment, not incompatible with 
salyation ; they contend that a difference of 


opinion on, baptism is an excepted case. If the 


God had clearly. and unequivocally 


i, upon the principle 
on. which we maintain infalli 
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swhen): we. press om this 


of revelation ; 


part of scripture which for’ ever prohibits un- 
baptised persons: from approaching’ the sacra- 
ment, in the same manner as the Jews were 
prohibited from celebrating the. passover, who 
had not submitted to circumcision, we meet 
with no but one 


| | 


plausible their of arguing may 
appear; the impartial reader will easily per- 
ceive it fails in the main point ; which is. to 


establish: that specific difference betwixt ‘the 


case they except out jof their list of tolerated — 
errors, and: those which they admit, which shall 


Thus when 


justify this opposite treatment. 


they. ask whether God has not ie commanded 


baptism ; ; whether. it is not the believer's duty 


to: be found in it;”* it is manifest that the 
same. reasons ‘might be urged against bear- 


ing with any imperfection i in our fellow-christian 


whatever; for which: of these, we ask, is not 


inconsistent with: some command, and a viola- 
tion; in a greater or less degree, of some duty ; 
with this difference indeed, that many of the 
christian churches are: ne- 


Booths Apology page 


decision, and ‘request: to. be: directed. tothe 
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‘unintentional mistake. 


tion ‘to it for a few:moments.. We are indebted 
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cessitated te bear with, are seated in the will, 
while case’) before us involves merely an 
“It is not every one,” 
says Mr. Booth, “that ‘received of Jesus 
Christ; ‘whois entitled to communion at his 
table ; but such;and only such, as revere his 
authority, submit» to his ordimances, and obey 


the laws’ ‘his -house.” This is the most 


formal attempt that writer has made to specify 
the difference betwixt the case of the abettors 
of infant-baptism, and others ; for which reason, 
the reader will excuse . my directing his atten- 


to him, in ‘the: first place, for a new discovery 
in theology we should not have suspected; 


but) for his assertion, that there could be a 


description of persons whom he knows Christ 
has received, who neither revere his authority, 

submit to his ordinances, nor obey his laws. 
How Mr. Booth acquired this information we 
know not; but certainly in our aviour’s time 
it -was otherwise. Then are ye my disciples,” 
whatsoever I have com- 
manded you.” I congratulate the public on 
the prudence evinced by the venerable author, 
in not publishing the names of these highly 
privileged individuals, who have proved their 
title to heaven to his satisfaction, without reve- 
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hd inated in pari 
by the authors of the wonderful conversions 
of malefactors, many of whom I fear belong 
to thes new sect. 
Thi is singular I 
aol remind the reader, is designed to charac- 
terise Baptists i in opposition to Peedobaptists ; 
and were it not the production of a man whom 
I highly revere, I should comment upon it 
with the severity it deserves. Suffice it to 
_ remark, that to mistake the meaning of a 
statute, is’ ‘one thing, not to reverence the 
legislator, another ; that he cannot submit with 
-@ good conscience to an ordinance, who is not 
apprized of its existence; and that a blind 
obedience even to divine laws, would be far 
from constituting a reasonable service. Every 


- conscientious adherent to infant-baptism reveres 


- the authority of Christ, not less than a Baptist, 


and is distinguished by a spirit of submission | 


and ob ience to every known part of his will; 

and as this is all to which a Baptist can pre- 
tend, and far more than many who without 
_scruple are tolerated in our churches, can boast ; 
we are as far as ever from ascertaining the 
| specific difference betwixt the case of the 
Peedobaptist, and other instances of error sup- 


posed to be entitled to indulgence. In spite 
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of Mr. Booth’s marvellous definition, reverence, 
submission, and obedience, are such essential 
’ features in the character of a Christian, that he 
who was judged to be destitute of them, in 
their substance and reality, would instantly — 
forfeit that character; while to possess them 


in perfection, is among the brightest acquisi- 


tions of eternity. It should be remembered too, — 


that the general principles of morality are not 
less the laws of Christ, than positive rites, and 


if we credit Prophets and Apostles, much to— 


be preferred in comparison; so that it must 


be acknowledged that he who is deficient in at-— 


tention to these, while he is more exemplary 
in discharging the former than a baptised 
Christian, (a very frequent case,) stands higher 
in the scale of obedience. So equivocal is the 
line of here 


| 


tended to every gradation of error, the habitual 


maintenance of which is compatible with a 


state of salvation. The reason is, that it is 
‘absolutely impossible to define that specics of, 
error, so situated as not to preclude its pos- 
‘sessor from divine acceptance, although it 
forfeits his ‘title to the full exercise of chris- 


When the of 
tion is once admitted, there remains no point | 
‘at which it ‘can consistently stop, till it is ex-— 
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tian charity. The Baptists for 


confining the Lord’s supper to themselves, 
imagine they have found such an error in 


the practice of initiating infants into the chris- 


tian church. | But it is observable that they 
can reduce it to no class, nor define it by 
any general idea ; and when we urge them 
with the apostolic injunction, to bear with 
each others infirmities, they have nothing to 
reply, but. merely that St. Paul is not speaking 


of baptism, which is true, because one thing 


is not another : 
that the principle he establishes does not in- 


elude this case, and they are 


but it behoves them to shew 


if we examine the reasons on 
which we rest the toleration of any supposed 
error, we shall find they invariably coincide 
with the idea of its not being fundamental.— 


If it be alleged for example, that the error in 


question relates to a subject less clearly reveal- 
ed than some others, what is this but to insi- 
nuate the ease with which an honest inquirer 


may mistake respecting it? If the little practical 


influence it is likely to exert, is alleged as a plea | 
for forbearance, the force of such a remark 
rests entirely on the assumption of an indis- 
soluble connection betwixt a state of salvation, 
and a certain character, which the opinion in 
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allege the example of eminently pious men, 
_ whovhave embraced ‘it; we infer from analogy 

. sactual safety of the person by whom it is 

of ‘our opponents on every other ‘occasion, | 

this: of ‘strict communion, which they 
make an insulated case, capriciously exempting 
it from: the arbitration of all the general rules 
which in all other instances, they are attached 


as feel ‘to on pa 

_Gimgrathe discussion, Iam anxious if possible to 

tended ‘that a certain opinion is so obnoxious 
as to justify the exclusion of its abettors from 


As that class of our brethren to whom 
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present an object to the mind sufficiently 
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sion of. Predobaptists ‘on. that ground. In vin- | 


ication of such a measure, they mustallege 
the injurious effects it produces on the charac- 


ter of its abettors. Here, however, they have 
precluded themselves from the possibility of 
urging that the injury sustained is fatal, by the 

contradiction to saving truth. Could they, with- 
out cancelling that concession, urge the fatal 
nature of the influence in question, they would 


precise and determinate ; an object which. may 
be easily conceived, and accurately defined. 
But as things are now situated, they can at 
most only insist on such a kind and degree of 
deteriorating effect as is consistent with the 
spiritual safety of the party concerned; and 


as they are among the first to contend that | 
every species of error is productive of injurious | 
effects, it is incumbent upon them to point out 


some consequences worse in their kind; or 


more aggravated in in degree, resulting from 
this particular. error, than ‘what may be 


or defective views, they are accustomed to 
tolerate. 


fairly ascribed to the worst of those) erroneous : 
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decidedly more serious than can be supposed 
to result from the most crude, undigested, or 
discordant views, tolerated in regular Baptist 
churches, yet not of such a nature on the 
other, as to involve the danger of eternal 
perdition. Let them specify, if it be in their 


power, that ill influence on the character which 


is the natural consequence of the tenet of 
infant-sprinkling, considered per se, or inde- 


pendent of adventitious circumstances and the 
operation of accidental causes, which justifies 


a treatment of its patrons, so different from 
what is given to the abettors of other errors. 


‘This malignant influence must, I repeat it, be 
the natural or necessary product of the practice | 


of peedobaptism ; because the simple avowal of 


this is deemed sufficient to incur the forfeiture 
of church privileges, without further time or — 
inquiry. However vehemently the supporters — 
of jsuch a measure may declaim against it, or 
however triumphantly expose the principles 


on which it is founded, they have done nothing 


towards accomplishing their object—the vindi-— 


cation of strict communion; since the same 
mode of proceeding might be adopted towards 


other misconception, or erroneous opi- 
- mion; and if it may be forcibly expelled, as 


soon as it is confuted, there is an end to tole- 


ration, Toleration has no place, but in the pre- 
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sence of acknowledged imperfections It is ab- 
solutely necessary for them, as they would 


vindicate their conduct to the satisfaction of | 


reasonable men, to prove that some specific 
deteriorating effect results from the practice 
of infant-baptism, distinct from the malignant 
influence of error in general, and of those im- 


sistent with salvation. 


— "Phough the opposition betwixt truth and 
error is equal in all cases, and the former 


perfections in particular which are not incon- | 


always susceptible of proof, as well as the — 


latter of confutation ; ; all error is not opposed 
to the same. truths; and hence arises a dis- 


tinction betwixt such erroneous and imperfect — 


views of religion as, however they may in 
their remoter consequences impair, do not 
involve a contradiction of the gospel testi- 
mony, and uch as do. We lay this distinc- 
tion as the basis of that forbearance towards 


the mistakes and imperfections of good men 


for which we plead; and as the case of our 
Peedobaptist brethren is clearly comprehended — 
within that distinction, feel no scruple in 
admitting them to christian fellowship. - We 
are attached to that distinction because it is 
both scriptural and intelligible ; while the 
hypothesis of the strict Baptists, as they stile 
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themselves, is so replete with perplexity and 
confusion, that for my part I absolutely de- 
spair of comprehending it. It proceeds upon 
the supposition of a certain medium between 
two extremes which they have not even at- 
tempted to fix: and as the necessary conse- 
quence of this, their reasoning, if we choose 
to term it such, floats and undulates in such © 
a manner, that it is extremely difficult firmly | 
to grasp it. On the pernicious influence of 
error m_ general we entertain no doubt, 
but we demand again and again to have that 
precise imjurious effect of infant-sprinkling 
pointed out and evinced, which is more to 
be deprecated, than the probable result of 
those acknowledged imperfections to which they 
extend their indulgence. This must surely 
be deemed a reasonable requisition, though it 
is one with which have not 
thongiit fit to | 


The of error ‘on the 
mind is one of the profoundest secrets in nature, 
and to determine the precise quantity of evils 
resulting from it in any given case, (except 
the single one of its involving a denial of fun- 
damental truth,) transcends the capacity of 
human nature. We must, in order to form a 
corrett judgnient, be not perfectly ac- 
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quainted with, the nature and echiainl of the 
error in question, but also with the portion 
of attention it occupies, as well as the degree 
Of veal and attachment with which it is em- 
braced. We must determine the force of the 
counteracting principles, and how far it bears 
an affinity to the predominant failings of him 
who maintains it, how far it coalesces with the 
weaker parts of his moral constitution. These 
_ particulars, however, it is next to impossible | 

to explore, when the inquiry respects our- 
selves ; how much more to establish a scale 
which shall mark by just gradations the ma- 
lignant influence of erroneous conceptions on 
others. On the supposition of a formal denial 
of saving, essential truth, we feel no difficulty ; 
we may determine, without hesitation, on the — 
testimony of God, that it incurs a forfeiture of 

the blessings of the new and everlasting cove- 
nant, among which the communion of saints 
holds a distinguished place. But such a sup- 

is foreign to the — 

| | | | 
“Instead of losing ourselves in 'a Jabyrinth 
of metaphy: sical subtleties, our only safe guide 
is an apeert to facts; and here we find from 
experience, that the sentiments of the Pedo-. 
baptist may consist with the highest attain- 
ments of ety exhibited in modern Cmaps, with 
| | 
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most varied) and ‘elevated forms of moral gran- 
deur, without impairing the zeal of mission- 
aries, without impeding the march of confessors 
to their prisons, or of martyrs to the flames. 
We are willing to acknowledge. these tenets 
have prodaced much mischef in commut 
and nations, who have confounded | ietindain with 
‘regeneration; but the mere belief of the title 
of infants to that ordinance, is a misconception 
respecting a) positive institute, much less inju- 
rious than. if it affected the vital parts of Chris- 
tianity, Bat be it what it may, we contend 
that it is impossible, without a total disregard 
of truth and decency, to assert that it is wntrin- 
sically ‘and, essentially more pernicious in its 
effects, than the numerous errors and imper- 
fections which the advocates of strict commu- 
nion feel. no scruple in tolerating in the best 
organized churches. It is but justice to add, 
that few or none have attempted to prove that 
it is 60; but have satisfied themselves with a 
certain, vague and loose declamation, better 
adapted to inflame prejudice, than to prodace 

In the = alte of the church, there is a 
choice of three modes of procedure, each con- 
sistent with itself, though not equally compa- 
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tists have feig 


We may open the: doors, of 
all’ sentiments: and. persuasions, who: maintain 
the. messiahship of. Christ ; or insist. upon an 
absolute uniformity of belief; or limit the neces- — 
sity of agreement to. articles deemed funda- 
‘mental, leaving subordinate points to the exer-— 
cise of private judgment. The. strict Bap- 
ned to themselves a fourth, of 
which it is not less difficult to form a clear and 


a consistent conception, than of a fourth dimen- 


sion. They have pursued the clue by which 
other inquirers have been conducted, {ill they 
| arrived at a certain, point, when they refused 
to proceed a step further, without being able 
to assign a single reason for stopping, which 
would not equally prove. they had already pro- 


ceeded too far. They have attempted an in- 
-congruous mixture of liberal principles with 


a particular act of intolerance; and these, like 
the iron and clay in the feet of Nebuchad- 
nezzar's image, will not mix. Hence all that 
want of coherence and system in their mode of 
reasoning, which might be expected in a de- 
fence not of a theory, 80 properly, as of a 
capricious lly of pre judice, 


Before this part of dhe 1 
must just remark the sensible chagrin which 
the venerable Booth betrays at our insisting 
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non-fundamentals in religion, and the singular 
manner in which he attempts to evade its force. 
After observing that we are wont in defence 
of our practice to plead that the points at 
issue are not fundamental—“ Not fundamen- 
tal,” he-indignantly exclaims, “not essential. 
But in what sense is submission to baptism not 
essential? To our “justifying righteousness, 


our acceptance with God, or our interest in | 


his favor? So is the Lord’s supper, and so is 
of open communion) will| readily allow that an 


interest in the divine favor is not obtained by 


miserable sinners, but granted by the eternal 
_ Sovereign: and that acceptance with the High 
and Holy God is not on condition performed 


by us, but in consideration: of the vicarious — 


“To the are ” Inthe 
mind of Mr. Booth, nothing was associated with 
this language, I am persnaded, but impressions — 
of piety and devotion; though its unguarded © 
texture and ambiguous tendency are too mani- | 
fest. For my own part, I am at a loss to put 
any other construction upon it than this; either — 
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ence to which the promise of life is attached, 


is of equal necessity and importance: When 
‘it is asked what is essential to salvation, the 


rospel-constitution is pre-supposed, the great 


facts in Christianity assumed; and the true 
import of the inquiry is, what is essential to 
- @ personal interest in the blessings secured by 


the former, in the felicity of which the latter 
are the _ in which light, to reply the 
atonement and righteousness of Christ is egre- 
gious trifling, because being things out of our- 


selves, though the only preliminary basis of 
human hope, ‘it is absurd to confound them 


with the characteristic difference betwixt ‘such 
as are saved, and such as perish. When in 
like manner an inquiry arises, what is funda- 
mental in religion, as we must be supposed by 
religion to intend a system of doctrines to be 
believed, and of duties to be performed, to 
direct us to. the vicarious obedience of Christ, 
not as a necessary object of belief, but as a 
transaction absolute and complete in itself, and 
to pass over in silence the inherent distinction 
of character, the faith with its renovating influ- 


to speak in the mildest terms, to reply in a 
lilies quite irrelevant ; and when to this is 


joined, even by implication, a denial of the 


existence ‘such a we are: con- 
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ducted: to the brink of a. precipice. The de- 


nial’ of this. is the very core of antinomianism, 
to which it is painful to see so able a writer, 
so excellent a man as Mr. Booth, make the 
slightest approach. We would seriously ask 


whether it be intended to deny that the belief — 
of any doctrines, or the infusion of any prin- 


ciples or dispositions whatever, is essential to 


future happiness ; if this be intended, it su- 
_persedes the use and necessity of every branch 


of internal religion. If. it is not, we ask, 


are correct views, on the subject of baptism 


‘Had we ‘tom for an 


towards such as are convinced of the obliga- 
tion of believers’ baptism, but refuse to act 


up to thei convictions, and shrink from the 
cross, some parts of the expostulation we have 
quoted, might be considered as pertinent ; but 
to attempt to explain away a distinction, the 


important in theology, the only centre 


of harmony, the only basis of peace and 
concord, and the . grand. bulwark. opposed 


prudence incident to the best of men. The 


Jesuit Twiss, in that controversy with the Pro- 
testants, which gave occasion to the inimitable 


to the sophistry of the church of Rome, is a 
humiliating instance of the temerity and 
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| defence of ane principles by the immogtal 
Chillingworth, betrayed the same impatience 
_ with our author at this distinction ; though in 
perfect consistence with the Seelitaia of a 
church which pretends, by an appeal to an 
infallible tribunal, to decide every controversy, 
and to preclude doubt. 

but an of giving a 


eines reply to the arguments drawn from 
quarter, ri have tempted Mr. Booth to 


promt with a distinction so justly dear to all 
Protestants ; las it is no small presumption of 
_ the justness of our sentiments, that the attempt 
to refute them is found to require the subver- 
sion of the most received axioms in theology, 
together with the strange paradox, that while 


much more than w we suppose is necessary to 
communion, nothing is essential to salvation. | 


In consideration, however, of the embarrass- 
ment of our opponents, we feel it easy to 
overlook the effusions of their discontent; but 
as it is not usual to consult the enemy on 
_ the choice of weapons, we shall continue to 
employ such as we find most efficacious, though 
not be the most 
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Section 6. on 


The of the of strict commu- 
nion 


Ix the affairs of religion and 

where a divine authority is interposed, the 
first and chief attention is due to its dictates, 
which we are not permitted to violate in the 
least instance, though we proposed by such 
violation to promote the interests of religion 
itself. She scorns to be indebted, even for 
conquest, to a foreign force: the weapons of 
her warfare are not carnal. We have on this 
eccount carefully abstained from urging the 
imprudence of the measure we have ventured 
to oppose, from ‘an apprehension we might 
be suspected of attempting to bias the suffrage 
of our readers, by considerations and motives 
_ disproportioned to the majesty of revealed truth. 

‘But having, as I trust, sufficiently shewn that 
the practice of strict communion derives no 
support from that quarter, the way is open 
natural tendency and effect of the two oppo- 
site systems. I would just premise that I hope 

no offence will be given to Peedobaptists by 

denominating their sentiments on the subject 
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of erroneous, as it were ex- 
pected our. ‘Aseertion should. be. accepted: ‘for 
proof. is designed as a simple statement 
of:imy opinion; and is assumed as. the basis 
of my presen with ee stricter brethren. 


‘Drath error, as. they are essentially one: 
posite in their nature, so the causes to which 
they are indebted for their perpetuity and 
triumph, are not less. so... Whatever retards 
a spirit of inquiry, is favorable to error ; what- 
ever promotes it, to truth. But nothing, it 
will be acknowledged. has a greater tendency 
to obstruct the exercise of free inquiry, ‘than 
the spirit and feelings of a party. Let a doc- 
trine, however erroneous, become a party dis- 
tinction, and it is at once intrenched in interests 
and attachments which make it extremely dif- 
ficult for the most powerful artillery of reason 
to dislodge it. .It becomes a point of honor in 
the leaders of such parties, which is from 
thence communicated to their followers, to de- 
fend and support their respective peculiarities — 
to the last ; and as a natural consequence, to 
shut their ears against all the pleas and re- 
-monstrances by which they are assailed. Even 
the wisest and best-of men are seldom aware, 
how much they are susceptible of this sort of 
uence ; ; and while the offer of ni world would 
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be insufficient to engage them to recant a known 
they are often retained ina willing captivity 
to prejudices and opinions which have no other 
support,’ ‘and which, if‘they could lose sight of 
party feelings, they would almost instantly 
abandon.’ what: other cause can we ascribe 
the attachment of Fenelon and of Pascal, men 
of exalted genius, and undoubted’ piety, to the 
doctrine of transubstantiation, ‘and other innu- — 
merable the church of Rome. 
It is this alone which ensured a sort of immor- 
tality to those hideous productions of the human 
mind, the shapeless abortions of night’ 
darkness, which reason, left to itself, 
crushed in the moment ‘of 

Tt is: seat ecientific truths 
their ‘way in the world; with much more. ease 
and rapidity than «religious. No sooner is a 
philosophical opinion promulgated, than it un- 
dergoes at first a severe and scrutiny 
and if it is found to coimceide with the results 
of experiment, it is. speedily adopted, 
quietly takes its place amongst the improve- 
ments of ‘the age. Every ‘acquisition of this 
kind is ‘considered as a common property; as 
an ‘accession to the general stores of mental 
opulence! "Thus knowledge of nature, the fur- 
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from its head, en- 

larges its channel by the accession of tributary 
streams, but gradually purifies itself from the 
mixture of error. If we search for the rea- 

son of the facility with which scientific im-— 
provements establish themselves in preference 
to religious, we shall find it in the absence of 
combination, in there being no class of men 
Closely united, who have an interest, 
imaginary, in obstructing their progress. 

hear, it is true, of parties in the: i of 
letters ; but if such language is not to be con- 
sidered as entirely allusive and metaphorical, 
the ties which unite them are so slight and 
feeble, compared to those which attach to re- 
ligious societies, as scarcely to deserve the name. 
The spirit of party was much more sensibly 
felt in the ancient schools of philosophy than 
in modern, on account of philosophical inqui- 
ries embracing a class of subjects which are 
now considered as no longer belonging to its 
province. Before revelation appeared, what- 
ever is most deeply interesting in the contem- 
plation of God, of man, or a future state, fell 
under the cognizance of philosophy ; and hence 
it was cultivated with no inconsiderable portion 
of that moral sensibility, that solicitude and 
alternation | of hope and fear, respecting an 
imvisible which are now 
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14 
of: theology and philosophy have become totally 
distinct; and the of former, maid 


at liberty to follow, without restraint, the light — 
of evidence, and the guidance of truth, in con- 


sequence of some previous engagement with 


a party ; and though the attachment to it might 


originally -be purely voluntary, and still con- 


tinue ‘such, the natural Jove of consistency, 
the fear of»shame, together with other motives 
sufficiently obvious, powerfully contribute to 


perpetuate and confirm it. When an attach- 


ment to the fundamental truths -of religion 
is the basis of the alliance, the steadiness, 


constancy, and perseverance it produces, are 
of the utmost. advantage; and hence we 


mire the wisdom. of Christ in employing and 


-consecrating »the ‘social nature of man in the 


formation of church. It. is utterly. impos- 
sible to calculate the benefits.of the publicity — 
and support which Christianity derives from 
that source; nor will it be doubted that the 
intrepidity evinced in confessing the most ob- 


‘noxious truths, and enduring all the indignities 


and sufferings which result from their promul- 
gation, are ina great measure to be ascribed to — 
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the christian profession became split and divided 


give a security and support to certain ‘systems 


- the same cause, The concentration of the wills 
and efforts of Christians, rendered’ the church 
a powerful antagonist to the world.. But when 


into separate communities, each of which, along 
with certain fundamental truths, retained a 
portion of error, its reformation became diffi- 
cult, just in proportion to the strength of these 
combinations. Religious parties imply a tacit 
compact, not merely to sustain the fundamental 
truths of revelation, which was the original 
design of the. constitution of a church, but also 
to uphold the incidental peculiarities by which 


they are distinguished. They areso many 


ramparts or fortifications, erected in order to 


of doctrine and discipline, beyond what they 
derive from their native force and evidence. 
| | 

The difficulty of the 
of Christianity is great, in a state of things 
where the fear of being eclipsed, the anx- 
iety in each denomination to extend itself as 
much as possible, engages, in spite of the 
personal piety of it members, all the solici- 
 tmde and ardor which are not immediately 
devoted to the most essential truths; where 
correct conceptions on subordinate sabrtoyese 
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which ithe: party: has ‘adopted, are either ob- 
jects of indolent acquiescence, or zealous attach- 
ment. ‘In such a state) opinions are no other- 

wise regarded, than’ as they affect the interest 


of a party; whatever conduces to augment 
its members, or its credit, must be supported 
at all events; whatever is of a contrary ten- 
dency, discountenanced and suppressed. How 
often do we find much zeal expended in the 
defence of sentiments, recommended neither 
by their evidence nor their importance, which, 
could their incorporation with an established 
creed be forgotten, would be quietly consigned 
to oblivion. Thus the waters of life, instead 
of that unobstructed circulation which would 
diffuse health, fertility, and beauty, are diverted 
from their channels, and drawn into pools and 
reservoirs, where from their stagnant wate am 


The inference we from these 
. facts is, that if we wish to revive an exploded 
truth, or to restore an ‘obsolete practice, it is 
of the greatest moment to present it to the 
_ public in @ manner-least likely to produce the | 

. collision of party. But this is equivalent to 
saying, in other words, that it ought not to be | 
made’ the basis of a sect; for the prejudices 
of party are‘always reciprocal, and in no in- 
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stance is that great law of motion, action is 
always €qual to action, and contrary thereto; 
more applicable. While it is maintained as a 
private opinion, by which I mean one not cha- 
racteristic of a sect, it stands upon its proper 


merits, mingles with facility in different socie- 
ties, and in proportion to its evidence, and the 
attention it excites, insinuates like 


Such. it seem, was of the 


Baptists before the time of Luther. It appears 
from the testimony of ecclesiastical historians; 


that their sentiments prevailed to a considerable 
extent among the Waldenses' and Albigenses, 


the precursors of the Reformation, to whom 


the crime of anabaptism is frequently ascribed 
amongst other heresies: it is probable, how-— 
ever, it did not prevail universally ; nor is there 


the smallest trace to be discovered of its being 
made a term of communion. When the same 
Opinions on this subject were publicly revived 
in the sixteenth century, under the most un- 
favorable ausp ices, and allied with turbulence, 
anarchy, and blood, no wonder they met with 


an “unwelcome reception, and that contem- 


plated through such a medium, they incurred 
the reprobation of the wise and good. Whe- 
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of the, wild, and seditious, sentiments of the 
German fanatics, it is difficult to say: supposing 


they did, of which lam not aware there is the 
smallest: evidence; it is certain they soon aban- 
doned, them, and ‘adopted the same system of 
religion with other non-conformists, except on 
the ‘article of ‘baptism. But it is much to be 
lamented that they continued to insist on that 
article as a term of communion, by which they 
excited the resentment of other denominations, 
and ‘facilitated the means of confounding them 
with the German Anabaptists, with whom they 
pién on one particular rite. One feature of 


resemblance, however, joined. to an identity of 


- pamie, was sufficient to surmount in the public 
feeling the impression of all the points of dis-— 
crepancy or of contrast, and to subject them 
to a: portion of the infamy attached to the fe- 
recious insurgents of Munster. that 
period, the success of the Baptist sentiments 
became identified with the growth of a sect, — 
which rising under the most unfavorable aus- 
pices, was entirely destitute of the resources 
of worldly influence, and the means of popu- 
Tar jattraction and an opinion which by its 
Rative simplicity and evidence, is entitled to 
command the suffrages of the world, was pent — 
up and confined within’ the narrow precincts 
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of a party, where it labored under an | insup- 
portable weight of prejudice. It was seldom 
examined rt an impartial appeal to the sacred 
oracles, or regarded in’ any other light than 
as the whimsical appendage of a sect, who 
disgraced themselves at the outset by the’ most 
criminal excesses, and were at no subsequent 


period sufficiently distinguished by talents or 


common than for zeal to 
overshoot its mark. If a determined enemy of 
the Baptists had %een consulted on ‘the most 


effectual method of rendering their principles 


unpopular, there is little doubt he would have 
recommended the very measures we have pur- 
sued: the first and most obvious effect of which 
has been to generate an inconceivable mass 
of prejudice in other denominations. To pro- 
claim to the world our determination to treat 
¥f heathen-men and publicans,” all. who are 
a immediately prepared to concur with our 
views of baptism, what is it less than the 
language of hostility and defiance ; admira- 
bly adapted to discredit the party which ex- 
hibits, and the principles which have occa- 
sioned such a conduct. By thus investing these 


principles with an importance which does not — 
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moment a member of a Peedobaptist church 


) 


with the, existence of a church, they have 
indisposed men to listen to the evidence by 
which they are supported; and attempting to 
establish by authority the unanimity which 
should be the fruit of conviction, have deprived 
themselves of the most effectual means of pro- 
ducing it. To say that euch a mode of pro- 
ceeding i¢ mot atlapted to comvince, that re- 


fusing Pedobaptists the right of communion 


has no tendency to produce a change of views, 
is to employ most inadequate language: it has 


a powerful tendency to the contrary; it can 
scarcely fail to produce impressions most 


favorable to the system with which it is con- 


“nected, impressions which the gentlest minds 


find it difficult to distinguish from the effects 
of insult and degradation. 


lt is by this sort of 
re-action, ‘that prejudice is excited unfavor- 
able to the extension of our principles; but 
by the instinctive feelings of self-defence. — 
Upon the system of strict communion, the 


becomes convinced of the invalidity of his 
_ infant-baptism, he must deem it obligatery — 
“pon him to his station, and 
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his connection with the chureh; and as superi- 
ority of ministerial talents and character is a mere > 
matter of preference, but duty a matter of ne- 
cessity, he must at all events connect himself 
with a Baptist congregation, whatever sacrifice 
it may cost him, and whatever loss he may incur. 
Though his pastor should possess. the profun- 
dity and unction of an Edwards, or the elo- _ 
quence of a Spencer, he must quit him for _ 
the most superficial declaimer, rather than be 
guilty of spiritual fornication. How is it pos- — 
sible for principles fraught with such a corol- 
lary, not to be contemplated with anxiety by 
our Pedobaptist brethren, who however they 
might be disposed to exercise candour towards 
our sentiments, considered in themselves, can- 
not. fail to perceive the most disorganising ten- 
dency in this their usual appendage. Viewed 
in such a connexion, their prevalence is a blow 
at the very root of Psdobaptist societies, since 
the moment we succeed in making a convert, 
we. disqualify him for continuing a member. 
We deposit a seed of alienation and discord, 
which threatens their dissolution, so that we — 
need not be surprised if other denominations 
should be tempted to compare us to the euphra- 
tean horsemen in the apocalypse, who are de- 
scribed as “having tails like scorpions, and 


with them they did hurt. “ 
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Do these causes we must undoubtedly impute 


the superior degree of prejudice displayed by 


that class ‘of Christians, to whom we make the 
nearest approach, compared to such as are 
separated from us by a wider interval. A dis- 

position to fair and liberal concession on the — 
- points at issue, is almost confined to the mem- 
bers of .established churches; and while the 
most celebrated episcopal divines, both Popish 
and Protestant, as well as those of the Scotch 
church, feel no hesitation in acknowledging 
the import of the word baptize is to wmmerse, 
that such was the primitive mode of baptism, 
and that the right of infants to that ordinance 
is rather to be sustained on the ground of 
ancient, usage than the authority of scripture, 


our dissenting brethren are displeased with — 


these concessions, deny there is any proof that 
immersion was ever used in primitive times, 
and speak of the extension of baptism to infants — 
with as much confidence as though. it were 


amongst the plainest and most 
tates of revelation.* 


® Campbell, speaking of the authors of the vulgate version, ob- 
serves,‘ Some words they have transferred from the original into _ 
their language; others they have translated. But it would not be 
always to ‘find their reason for making this difference. Thus _ 
the word WECLTOULY they have translated circumcisio, which exactly 
Cotresponds in etymology; but the word they have re- 
tained, changing only the letters from Greek to ‘Roman. Yet the 
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To such. a height has. this animosity been 
cartios; that there are not wanting persons who 
seem anxious to revive the recollection of Muns- 
ter, and by republishing the narrative of the 
enormities perpetrated there, under the title 
of the History of the Baptists, to implicate us 


While we must reprobate such a spirit, we are 
latter was just as susceptible of a literal version info latin as the 
former. Jmmersio, tinctio, answers as exactly in one case, as cir- 
cumcisio in the other.” A little after he observes,—‘‘ I should think 
re word immersion (which though of Latin origin, is an English 
noun, regularly formed from the verb to émmerse,) a better English 
name than baptism, were we now at liberty to make a choice: but 
we are not.”’— Preliminary Dissertations to the Translation of the Gospels, : 


page 354, 355. 4to. ed.——He elsewhere mentions it as one of the 
strongest instances of prejudice, that he has known some persons of 


authors of the celebrated scheme of Popish doctrine and discipline 


called the Interim, enumerate the baptism of infants among traiitions, 
and that in the most emphatic manner. For having stated that the 


‘church has two rules of faith, scripture and tradition, they observe, 
after treating of the first, ‘‘ ecclesia habet quoque traditiones, inter alia 


baptismus parvulorum,” &c. They mention however no other, from 
whence it is natural to infer that they considered this as the strongest 
instance of that species of rules. The total silence of Scripture has 


induced not a few of the most illustrious scholars to consider infant 


baptism) not of divine right; amongst whom, were we disposed to 


| boast of great names, we might mention Salmasius, Suicer, and above 


all, Sir Isaac Newton, who, if we may belicve the honest Whiston, 
frequently declared to him his conviction that the Baptists were the 
only Christians who had not symbolised with the Church of Rome,— 


‘See Whiston's Memoirs of his own Life. 


| 
in the inf d ilt of th ; 
in the infamy and gui ose transactions. 
& 
immerse. 
t 
k 
f 
3 


1st 
compelled to acknowledge ‘that the practice of 
exclusive communion is admirably — to 


another ground. By discouraging Pedobaptists 
from frequenting our assemblies, it militates 
against the most effectual means of diffusing 
the sentiments which we consider most conso- 
nant to the sacred oracles. It cannot be ex- 
pected that pious worshippers will atiend, ex- 
cept from absolute necessity, where they are 
detained, if we may so. speak, in the courts 
of the Gentiles, and denied access to the inte- 


The where this 
practice prevails, are almost entirely composed 
of persons of our own persuasion, who are so far 
from requiring an additional stimulus, that it is 
much oftener necessary to restrain than to 
excite their ardor; while the only description 
of persons who could be possibly benefited by 
instruction are out of its reach; compelled by 
this intolerant practice to join societies, where 
they will hear nothing but what is adapted to 
confirm them in their ancient prejudices. Thus 
an “itnpassable barrier is erected betwixt the 
Baptists and other denominations, . conser 
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quence of which, few opportunities’ are afforded 
(of trying the effect of calm and serious argu- 
: mentation, in situations where alone it could 
prove effectual. In those Baptist churches in 


which an opposite plan has been adopted, the 
attendance of such as are not of our sentiments 
meeting with no discouragement, is often ex- 


tensive; Baptists and Pzwdobaptists, by par- 


ticipating in the same privileges, become closely 
united in the ties of friendship; of which the 
effect is uniformly found to be a_ perpetual 


- Increase jin the number of the former, com- 


pared to the latter, till in some societies the 
opposite sentiments subsided and 


Nor is this more than might be sliiiides 
from the nature of things, supposing us to have 
truth on our side. For admitting this to be 
the case, what can give permanence to the 
sentiments to which we are opposed, except 
a recumbent indolence, or an active prejudice ; 
and is it not evident that the practice of exclu- 
sive communion has the strongest tendency to 
foster both those evils, the former by withdraw- 
ing, I might say repelling the erroneous from. 
the best means of instruction, the latter by the 
apparent harshness and severity of such a pro-- 


ceeding. It is not at a’ distance 
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from ‘mankind, that we must expect to acquire 
an-ascendancy over them, but by approaching, 
by conciliating them, and securing a passage 
to their, understanding through the medium of 
their hearts. Truth will: glide into the mind 
through the channel of the affections, which’ 
were, it to approach in the naked majesty of — 
evidenee meet with a certain 


a total ignorance or 
of these indubitable facts, what is the conduct 
of our opponents? They assume a menacing 
aspect, proclaim themselves the only true church, 
and assert that they alone are entitled to the 
christian sacraments. None are alarmed at this 
Janguage, none are induced to submit, but turn- 
ing with a smile or a frown to gentler leaders, __ 
they leave us to triumph without a combat, ie 
and to: without an 


we the way in ‘which men are 
Jed to form just conclusions on the principal 
subjects of controversy, ‘we shall not often find 
it the fruit of an independent effort of mind, 
determined to search for truth in her most‘ 
hidden. recesses, and discover her under every — 
is email ; and though evidence is the only source’ 
of rational. conviction, a variety of favourable 
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circumstances usually contribute to bring it into 
contact with the mind, such as frequent inter- 
course, a favorable disposition towards the party 
which maintains it, habits of deference and re- 
spect, and gratitude for benefits received. The 
practice of confining the communion to our own 
denomination, seems studiously contrived to 
preclude us from these advantages, and to 
transfer to the opposite side. 


tioned to the capacity of inspiring fear. The 
church of Rome for many ages practised it, 
with infinite advantage, because she possessed 
ample means of mtimidation. Her pride grew 
- with her success, her intolerance with her 
pride ; and she did not aspire to the lofty pre- 
tension of being the only true church, till she 
‘saw monarchs at her feet, and held kingdoms 
in chains; till she was flushed with victory, 
giddy with her‘ elevation, and drank with the - 
blood of the saints. But what was policy: in 
her, would be the height of infatuation in us, 
- who are neither entitled by our situation, nor 
by our crimes, to aspire to this guilty pre- 
- eminence. I am fully persuaded few of our 
brethren have duly reflected on the strong re- 
semblance which subsists betwixt the preten- 


sions of the church of Rome, and the principles 
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implied in strict communion; both equally in- 
tolerant, the one armed with pains and penal- 
ties, the other, I trust, disdaining such aid; — 
the one the intolerance of — the other 
of weakness. 

| 

From a fall conviction that our views as a 
denomination ‘correspond with the dictates of 
scripture, it is impossible for me to entertain 
a doubt of their ultimate prevalence ; but un- 
less we retrace our steps, and cultivate a cor- : 


dial union with our fellow-christians, I greatly _ 


question whether their success can in any 
degree be ascribed to our efforts. It is much | 
more probable that the light will arise inanother . 


Le quarter, from persons by whom we are unknown, 


but who, in consequence of an unction from the 
Holy One, are led to examine the scripture 
with perfect impartiality, and in the ardor of 
thew pursuit after truth, alike to overlook the 

misconduct of those who have opposed, and | 
of who have maintained By 


Happily, the final of truth ‘is not. 

dependant on human modes of exhibition — 
_ Man is the recipient of it, not the author : it 
partakes of the nature of the Deity ; it is 
his offspring, its indissoluble relation to whom 


is a surer pledge of its perpetuity and 
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than finite power or policy. While we are 
at a certainty respecting the final issue, “ the 
_ times and the seasons God hath put in his own 
| power ;”” nor are we ever more liable to err, 


than when in surveying the purposes of God, 
we descend from the elevation of general 
views, to a minute specification of times and 
instruments. How long the ordinance of bap- 
tism, in its purity and simplicity, may be doom- 
ed to neglect, it is not for us to conjecture ; 
but of this we are fully persuaded, it will never 
be generally restored to the church through 
the medium of a party. This mode of pro- 
cedure has been already sufficiently — and 
is found utterly ineffectual. 
oft 

The labor bestowed upon these sheets has 
not arisen from an indifference to the interests 
of truth, but from a sincere wish to promote 
them, by disengaging it from the unnatural 
confinement in which it has been detained by 
the injudicious conduct. of its advocates. How 
far the reasoning adduced, or the spirit dis- 
played on this subject, is entitled to approba- 
tion, must be left. to the judgment of the reli- 
gious public. If any offence has been given 
by the appearance of unbecoming severity, 
it will give me real concern; and the more so, 
because there are not a few amongst our pro- 
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feased opponents in this controversy, to whom 
I look up with undissembled esteem and ve- 


_ Having omitted nothing which appeared es- 
sentially connected with the subject, I hasten 
» to close this disquisition; previous to which, 
it, amay not be improper however, briefly to 


recall the attention to the principal topics of © 


argument,. We have endeavoured to shew 
_ that the practice of strict communion derives 
no support from the supposed priority of bap- 
tisma to the Lord's supper in the order of insti- 
tution, which order is exactly the reverse ; 


that it is not countenanced by the tenor of the 


Apostles’ commission, nor by apostolic prece- 
dent, the spirit of which is in our favor, pro- 
eeding on principles totally dissimilar to the 


case under discussion; that the opposite prac- 


tice is enforced by the obligations of christian 
charity; that it is indubitably comprehended 
within the. canon which enjoins forbearance 
towarils. mistaken brethren; that the system of 
our opponents wunchurches every Pmedobaptist 
community ; that it rests on no general prin- 
ciple ; that it attempts to establish an impos- 


sible medium; that it inflicts a punishment — 


whichis capricious and unjust; and finally, 
that by | fomenting prejudice, and precluding 
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which are not terms of salvation. With high 
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~ the most effectual means of convietion, it de- 
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its own purpose. 


Should the reasoning under any one of 


‘these heads be found to be conclusive, how- 


ever it may fail in others, it will go far towards 


establishing our leading position, that no church 


has a right to establish terms of communion, 


consideration of the talents of many of my 
brethren, I have no apprehension that the 
sum total of the argument admits a satis- 

A tender consideration of Bali imperfeo- 


tion is not merely the dictate of revelation, 
but the law of nature, exemplified in the most 


striking manner, in the conduct of him,whom 
we all profess to follow. How wide the in- 


terval which separated his religious knowledge 
and attainments from that of his disciples ; he, 
the fountain of illumination, they encompassed 
with infirmities. - But did he recede from them 
on that account? No: he drew the bond of 
union closer, imparted successive streams of 
effulgence, till he incorporated his spirit with 
theirs, and elevated them into a nearer re- 
semblance of himself. In imitating in our con- 
duct towards our mistaken brethren this great 
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exemplar, we cannot err. By walking together 
with them as far as we are agreed, our agree- 
ment will extend, our differences lessen, and 


our hearts to and nobler 


denomination, but every other description of 
Christians, would act upon these principles, 
we should hail the dawn of a brighter day, 
and consider it as a nearer approach to the 


ultimate triumph of the church, than the annals_ 


of time have yet recorded. In the accomplish- 


ment of our Saviour’s prayer, we should be- 


hold a demonstration of the divinity of his 
mission, which the most impious could not 
resist ; we should behold in the church a peace- 


ful haven, inviting us to retire from the tossings — 
and perils of this unquiet ocean, to a sacred — 


inclosure, a sequestered spot, which thé storms 
' and tempests of the world were not permitted 
to invade. 

** Intus aque dulces, vivoque sedilia saxo ; 


Nympharum domus : hic fessas non vincula naves _ 
_ Dilla tenent, unco non alligat anchora morsu.” 


tual, consisting not in meats or sate or 


| | 


love, which rejoiceth in the truth, will gradually 


Might we a hope that not our 


The genius of the gospel, let it once for all. 
be remembered, is not ceremonial, but spiri- 
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- jight, are impracticable in our situation, if they 
_ were lawful; and unlawful, if they were prac- 
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outward observances, but in the cultivation. 


of such interior graces, as compose the essence © 


of virtue, perfect the character, and purify os 


heart. These form the soul of religion ; 


the rest are but her terrestrial attire, is om 


she will lay aside when she passes the thresh- 
old of etern ity. When, therefore, the obli- 


gations of humility and love come into com- 


petition with a punctual observance of exter- 
nal rites, the genius of religion will easily 
determine to which we should incline: but 
when the question is not whether we shall 
attend to them ourselves, but whether we shall 
enforce them on others, the answer is still more 
ready. All attempts to urge men forward even. 


in the right path, beyond the measure of their 


ticable. Augment their light, conciliate their 
affections, and _ will follow of their own 
accord. | 
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‘Many as, 
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and as he was the only 


hts 
hia 


to mitiate 


rite, it was natural for 


to be distinguished by the appellation of the 


that 


The scriptures are - 


respecting any mission to baptise 


his 


means 


It is by no 


‘was the only person whe per- 
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when con- 
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ultitudes Who flocked to 
inhabitants of Jerusalem, Judea, 


sider the p 


round about Jordan,” it 


- 
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nated 


coadjutors, though ha 


ving origi 


to the purpose of thie 


oreign 
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to notice that circumstance. 
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, who had already evinced ‘the 
respect to his mission, ‘by 


receiv¥- 


to 


or office which was at that time 


token of re- 
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‘ciples to ‘perform it. 
means sufficient to constitute a distinct rite 


of God, then ‘at hand, was an important branch 
of the religion then obligatory, it was with 
the greatest propriety that he not only sub- 
mitted to it himself, but authorised his dis-— 


This, however, is by no 


or ordinance: ‘since it ‘was’ not accompanied 
with @ distinct confession of faith, nor pos- 
sessed any distinct signification, it could not 
be considered as originating a new institution, 
but as a mere co-operation with his 


in one ‘and the same work. — | 


We: shewn at large that the 


principal difference betwixt John’s baptism, and 
that which the Apostles were commissioned to 
perform after our Saviour’s ascension, con- 
sisted in the former not being celebrated in 


the name of Jesus. But there is just as much 
difficulty in supposing it performed by his | 
disciples in that name, during his abode on 
earth, as by his forerunner. It would have 


equally defeated the purpose of that caution 
which he uniformly maintained; and it is ab- 
surd to suppose that he would strictly charge 
his disciples to tell no man he was the Christ, 


while ‘he authorised them to disclose that very | 


secret to the mixed multitude,’ as often -as 
they baptised ; nor oumeen the’ use of his name in 
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that be separated from such @ dis-. 


ably repeals the 
differs, it it necessarily abolishes or aunuls the 


_ 4. In addition to this it mu be reghahaced 


that John and our Lord (by the hands of his 


disciples) both baptised at the same period; 


_ their ministry was contemporary. Now if we 
assert that our Lord enjoined one confession 
of faith in baptism, and John another, we shall 


have different dispensations of religion sub- 
sisting at the same time, and must suppose 


the people were under an obligation to believe 
one thing as the disciples of John, and another 
as‘the disciples of Christ. But this it is impos- 


sible to admit. There is unquestionably at all 


seasons, perfect harmony in the ceremonies 


of religio , so that two different ones are never 
in force at one and the same time. The first 


ceases when the next succeeds, just as Judaism 


was abolished by Christianity, and the Patri- 


archal dispensation superseded by Judaism. 
Unless we are prepared to assert that the dis- 
pensations of religion are not obligatory, one 


hight in which they must be considered is that 


of different laws, or codes of law; but it is 


KS ial ‘to the nature of laws, that the new 


one, except it be merely declaratory, invari- 
In whatever particular 
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by divine authority, at the same time with the 
disciples of our Saviour, it is evident his insti- 
tution was not superseded. Consequently, it 
_ «was of such a nature that it could subsist in 
eonjunction with the baptisms performed by 
But for the reason already alleged, this could 
not have been the case, unless it had been one 
and the same thing. The inference I wish to 
deduce from the whole, is that the baptisms cele- 
brated by Christ’s disciples during his personal 
ministry, in no respect differed from John’s, — 
either in the-action itself, or in the import, but | 
‘was merely a joint execution of the same work ; 
agreeable to which, we find a perfect identity — 
in the language which our Saviour enjoined his — 
‘disciples to use, and in the preaching of John: — 
Repent ye, for the Kingdom of God is at hand.” 
‘Whatever information our Lord imparted to his - 
disciples beyond that which was communicated 
by his forerunner, which we all know was 
much, was given in detached portions, at dis-. 
tinet intervals, and was never embodied or 
—corporated -with any positive institution, till 
after his ascension, which may be considered as_ 
the commencement of the christian ‘dispensa- 
‘tion: in strictest sense. 
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